Pages  3263-3292 


axonal  4a 


UTTtRA 

SCRIPTA 

MANET 


Washington ,  Tuesday ,  April  18,  1961 


VOLUME  26 


THE  PRESIDENT 

Executive  Order 

Certain  national  forests  in  Illinois, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  modification  of  exterior 
boundaries;  correction - 

Proclamation 

Loyalty  Day,  1961 - 


Federal  Aviation  Agency 

Proposed  Rule  Making  : 

Control  area  extension  and  con¬ 
trol  zone;  withdrawal  of  pro¬ 
posed  alteration _ 

Controlled  airspace;  alteration  of 
proposal  and  reopening  of  com¬ 
ment  period _ 

Control  zones: 

Alteration _ 


Mid-America  Broadcasting  Sys¬ 
tem,  Inc.,  et  al _ 

Milam,  Lorenzo  W.,  et  al _ 

Miller,  Saul  M.,  et  al _ 

Shane,  George _ 

Suburban  Broadcasting  Co. 
Inc.,  and  Camden  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co _ 


Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Definitions  and  operations;  loans 
on  other  improved  real  estate. _  3273 

Federal  Maritime  Board 

Notices: 

Agreements  filed  for  approval: 

American  Export  Lines,  Inc., 

et  al -  3290 

Farrell  Lines,  Inc.,  et  al _  3289 

United  Fruit  Co.  et  al _  3289 


Designation. 


EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 


Federal  airways,  associated  con¬ 
trol  areas  and  reporting  points; 

revocation  and  alteration _ 

Federal  airway  and  associated 
control  areas,  alteration;  and 
designation  of  Federal  airways, 
associated  control  areas  and 

reporting  points _ 

Rules  and  Regulations: 
Certification,  identification,  and 
marking  of  aircraft  and  related 
products;  location  and  size  of 
aircraft  nationality  and  regis¬ 
tration  marks _ 

Coded  jet  route;  alteration _ 

Control  area  extensions;  altera  - 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Milk  in  suburban  St.  Louis  mar¬ 
keting  area;  order  amending 
order _  32 


Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Commodity  Stabilization 
Service. 


Federal  Power  Commission 

Notices  : 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co _ 

Idaho  Power  Co _ 

Ohio  Oil  Co.  et  al _ 

Sohio  Petroleum  Co.  et  al.  (2 
documents) _ 1  328 


Civil  Service  Commission 

Rules  and  Regulations  : 
Exceptions  from  competitive  serv 


Control  zone;  alteration _ 

Federal  airway  and  associated 

control  areas;  alteration _ 

Federal  airway,  coded  jet  route 
and  reporting  point;  modifica¬ 
tion _ 


National  Aeronautics  and  Space 

Administration _  3266 

United  States  Information 
Agency _  3266 

Commerce  Department 

See  also  Federal  Maritime  Board. 

Notices  : 

Komline,  Thomas  R.;  changes  in 
financial  interests _  3290 

t 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

Rules  and  Regulations  : 

Sugar  beets: 

California,  southwestern  Ari¬ 
zona,  southern  Oregon,  and 

western  Nevada _  3266 

Wage  rates,  1961  crop _  3266 

Sugarcane  prices,  Puerto  Rico; 

1960-61  crop _  3269 

Customs  Bureau 

Rules  and  Regulations  : 

Liquidation  of  duties;  informal, 
mail,  and  baggage  entries _  3276 


Federal  Reserve  System 

Notices  : 

New  York  Holding  Corp.;  order 
postponing  hearings _ 


Interior  Department 

See  also  Land  Management  Bu¬ 
reau. 

Notices  : 

Lower  Colorado  River  Land  Use 
Office,  Yuma,  Ariz.;  establish¬ 
ment _ _ 


Federal  Communications  Com 
mission 

Notices: 

Seaway  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.; 
order  to  show  cause _  328 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Bates,  James  A.,  Jr _  328 

Big  Horn  County  Musicasters 

et  al _  328 

Central  Wisconsin  Television, 

Inc _  328 

Fort  Hamilton  Broadcasting  Co. 

(WMOH)  et  al _  328 

KORD,  Inc _  328 

McGlashan,  Ben  S.  (KGFJ) , 
and  Sun  State  Broadcasting 
System,  Inc _  328 


Internal  Revenue  Service 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Income  tax;  taxable  years  begin¬ 
ning  after  Dec.  31,  1951;  corre¬ 
lation  of  interest  where  over¬ 
payment  of  tax  is  credited 
against  underpayment  of  tax; 

use  of  certified  mail - 

( Continued,  on  next  page) 
3263 


m  i*  ■* 


i 

i 


32W 


CONTENTS 


Income  tax;  taxable  years  begin¬ 
ning  after  Dec.  31,  1953;  mis¬ 
cellaneous  amendments ;  correc¬ 
tion _  3276 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Notices: 

Fourth  section  applications  for 
relief _  3287 

Central  and  southern  motor  car¬ 
riers;  application  for  approval 
of  amendments  to  agreement. _  3289 


Motor  carrier  transfer  proceed¬ 
ings -  3288 

Prevention  of  rail-highway  grade¬ 
crossing  accidents  involving 
railway  trains  and  motor  ve¬ 
hicles _  3289 


Land  Management  Bureau 

Notices  : 

Alaska;  proposed  withdrawal  and 
reservation  of  land;  amend¬ 
ment _  3281 


Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission 

Proposed  Rule  Making: 

Forms  prescribed  under  Securities 
Act  of  1933;  registration  state¬ 
ments _ 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Rules  under  Securities  Act  of 
1933;  filing  of  amendments  to 
registration  statements _ 

Treasury  Department 

See  Customs  Bureau;  Internal 
Revenue  Service. 


3280 

3276 


Codification  Guide 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by 
documents-  published  in  today's  issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date, 
appears  at  the  end  of  each  issue  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

Monthly,  quarterly,  and  annual  cumulative  guides,  published  separately  from  the  daily  issues,  include  the 
section  numbers  as  well  as  the  part  numbers  affected.  _ 


3  CFR 

Proclamations: 

3406 _  3265 

Executive  Orders: 

10932  (correction) _  3265 

5  CFR 

6  (2  documents) _  3266 

7  CFR 

861  _  3266 

862  _  3266 

877 _  3269 

947 _  3272 

12  CFR 

541 _  3273 

545 _  3273 

14  CFR 

1 _  3274 

600  (2  documents) _  3274,  3275 

601  (4  documents) _  3274,  3275 

602  (2  documents) _  3274,  3275 

Proposed  Rules: 

600  (2  documents) _  3278 

601  (6  documents) _  3278-3280 

17  CFR 

230 _  3276 

Proposed  Rules  : 

239 _  3280 

19  CFR 

16 _ 3276 

26  CFR 

1 - 3276 

Appendix  (1939) : 

39 . 3276 


Now  Available 


CFR  SUPPLEMENTS 

(As  of  January  1 , 1 961 ) 

The  following  Supplements  are  now 
available: 

Title  7  (Parts  960-end)___  $2.75 

Title  32  (Parts  400-699). _  2.00 

Title  47  (Parts  1-29) _  1.25 

Title  50  (Revised) _  3.75 

Previously  announced:  1960  Supplement 
to  Title  3  ($0.50);  Title  7,  Parts  1-50 
($0.55);  Parts  51-52  ($0.60);  Parts  53- 
209  ($0.55);  Parts  210-399  ($0.35);  Parts 
900-959  ($1.75);  Title  8  ($0.40);  Title  9 
($0.40);  Titles  10-13  ($0.75);  Title  16 
($0.35);  Title  17  ($1.00);  Titles  22-23 
($0.50);  Title  24  ($0.55);  Title  25  ($0.50); 
Title  27  (Revised)  ($3.00);  Titles  28-29 
($1.75);  Titles  30-31  ($0.60);  Title  32, 
Parts  700-799  ($1.00);  Parts  800-999 
($0.40);  Parts  1100  to  end  ($0.60);  Title 
32A  ($0.60);  Title  33  ($1.75);  Title  35 
($0.30);  Title  36  ($0.30);  Title  37  ($0.30); 
Title  38  ($1.25);  Title  39  ($1.50);  Titles 
40—41  (Revised)  ($1.50);  Title  42  ($0.35); 
Title  43  ($1.00);  Title  44  ($0.30);  Title 
45  ($0.40);  Title  46,  Parts  146-149 
($1 .00);  Parts  1 50  to  end  ($1 .00);  Title  47, 
Parts  30  to  end  ($0.40);  Title  49,  Parts 
1-70  ($1.00);  Parts  71-90  ($1.00);  Parts 
91-164  ($0.50) 

Order  from:  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington 
25,  D.C. 


Presidential  Documents 

Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 


Proclamation  3406 

LOYALTY  DAY,  1961 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America 
A  Proclamation 

WHEREAS  we  as  a  people  enjoy  the 
blessings  of  a  free  democratic  society  in 
a  world  threatened  by  the  forces  of  to¬ 
talitarianism;  and 

WHEREAS  steadfast  devotion  to  our 
country  and  our  Constitution  is  indis¬ 
pensable  to  the  preservation  of  our  free¬ 
dom  and  liberty;  and 

WHEREAS  it  is  most  appropriate  that 
a  special  day  be  set  aside  each  year  for 
the  affirmative  expression  of  our  loyalty 
to  the  United  States  of  America  and  for 
the  recognition  of  our  heritage  of  free¬ 
dom;  and 

WHEREAS  the  Congress,  by  a  joint 
resolution  approved  July  18,  1958 

(72  Stat.  369) ,  has  designated  May  1  of 
each  year  as  Loyalty  Day,  and  has  re¬ 
quested  the  President  to  issue  a  procla¬ 
mation  inviting  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  observe  that  day  with  appro¬ 
priate  ceremonies: 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JOHN  F. 
KENNEDY,  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  do  hereby  call  upon 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
upon  all  patriotic,  civic,  and  educational 
organizations  to  observe  Monday,  May  1, 
1961,  as  Loyalty  Day,  in  schools  and 
other  suitable  places,  with  appropriate 
ceremonies  in  which  all  of  our  people 
may  join  in  the  reaffirmation  of  their 
loyalty  to  the  United  States  of  America. 

I  also  call  upon  the  appropriate  offi¬ 
cials  of  the  Government  to  display  the 
flag  of  the  United  States  on  all  Govern¬ 
ment  buildings  on  that  day  as  a  mani¬ 
festation  of  our  loyalty  to  the  Nation 
which  that  flag  symbolizes. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have 
hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the 
Seal  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
be  affixed. 


DONE  at  the  City  of  Washington  this 
twelfth  day  of  April  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  nineteen  hundred  and 
[seal]  sixty-one,  and  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  United  States 
of  America  the  one  hundred  and 
eighty-fifth. 

John  F.  Kennedy 

By  the  President, 

Dean  Rusk, 

Secretary  of  State. 

[PR.  Doc.  61-3509;  Piled.  Apr.  14,  1961; 
2:57  p.m.] 


Executive  Order  10932 

MODIFYING  THE  EXTERIOR  BOUND¬ 
ARIES  OF  CERTAIN  NATIONAL 

FORESTS  IN  ILLINOIS,  MICHIGAN, 

MISSOURI,  AND  WISCONSIN 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  61-3276,  appearing  at 
page  3051  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  April 
11,  1961,  the  following  corrections  are 
made  in  the  land  description: 

1.  Under  item  4,  Lands  Excluded  From 
the  Huron  National  Forest,  Michigan: 

a.  In  the  entry  for  sec.  14  appearing 
under  T.  25  N.,  R.  8  E.,  the  comma  follow¬ 
ing  the  second  occurrence  of  “SEy4” 
should  be  deleted,  so  that  the  entry 
reads:  “sec.  14,  Ey2,  SEy4Nwy4,  SEVi 

swy4,  wy2wy2;”. 

b.  In  the  entry  for  sec.  12  appearing 
under  T.  27  N.,  R.  8  E.,  the  comma  fol¬ 
lowing  the  first  occurrence  of  “SWy4” 
should  be  deleted,  so  that  the  entry 
reads:  “sec.  12,  Ey2,  Ny2NWy4,  SWy4 
Nwy4,  swy4;’\ 

c.  In  the  entry  for  sec.  13  appearing 
under  T.  27  N.,  R.  8  E.,  the  comma  follow¬ 
ing  “EVk”  should  be  deleted,  so  that  the 
entry  reads:  “sec.  13,  E1/2NE14,  SWy4 
NEy4,  Nwy4,  Ny2sEy4sEy4,  sEy4;”. 

d.  In  the  entry  for  sec.  22  appearing 
under  T.  27  N.,  R.  8  E.,  the  comma  fol¬ 
lowing  the  second  occurrence  of  “Wy2” 
should  be  deleted,  so  that  the  entry 
reads:  “sec.  22,  Ny2NEy4,  SWy4NEy4, 
wy2,  wy2sEy4,  sEy4sEy4;”. 

2.  Under  item  6,  Lands  Excluded  From 
the  Mark  Twain  National  Forest,  Mis¬ 
souri:  In  the  entry  for  sec.  3  appearing 
under  T.  32  N.,  R.  11  W.,  a  comma  should 
follow  the  first  occurrence  of  “Ny2”,  so 
that  the  entry  reads:  “sec.  3,  Ny2,  SW^, 
Ny2sEy4,  swy4sEy4,  wy2sEy4sEy4;'\ 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

United  States  Information  Agency 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  6.124 
is  revoked. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

I  seal]  Mary  V,  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3437;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 

part  6 — EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  6.347 
is  revoked. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3436;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VIII — Commodity  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  Service  (Sugar),  Department  of 
Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  H — DETERMINATION  OF  WAGE 
RATES 

[Sugar  Determination  862.1  ] 

PART  861— SUGAR  BEETS;  CALIFOR¬ 
NIA,  SOUTHWESTERN  ARIZONA, 
SOUTHERN  OREGON,  AND  WEST¬ 
ERN  NEVADA 

PART  862— WAGE  RATES;  SUGAR 
BEETS 

1961  Crop 

Part  862  is  revised  to  read  as  set 
forth  herein.  This  revision  includes 
the  subject  matter  formerly  carried  in 
Parts  861  and  862. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)(1)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  (herein  referred  to  as  “act”), 
after  investigation,  and  consideration 
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of  the  evidence  obtained  at  public  hear¬ 
ings  held  in  several  cities  in  the  sugar 
beet  area  during  December  1960,  the 
following  determination  is  hereby  issued. 

§  862.1  Fair  and  reasonable  wage  rates 
for  persons  employed  in  the  produc¬ 
tion,  cultivation,  or  harvesting  of  the 
1961  crop  of  sugar  beets. 

(a)  Requirements.  A  producer  of 
sugar  beets  shall  be  deemed  to  have  com¬ 
plied  with  the  wage  provisions  of  the  act 
if  all  persons  employed  on  the  farm  in 
the  production,  cultivation,  or  harvest¬ 
ing  of  the  1961  crop  shall  have  been  paid 
in  accordance  with  the  following: 

(1)  Wage  rates.  All  such  persons 
shall  have  been  paid  in  full  for  all  such 
work  and  shall  have  been  paid  wages  in 
cash  therefor  at  rates  as  agreed  upon 
between  the  producer  and  the  worker, 
and  after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
section  in  the  Federal  Register,  at  rates 
not  less  than  those  established  below. 

(i)  All  regions ;  when  employed  on  a 
time  basis.  For  the  hand  labor  opera¬ 
tions  of  hoeing,  hoe  trimming,  blocking 


and  thinning,  weeding,  pulling,  topping 
loading,  or  gleaning:  85  cents  per  hour: 
Provided,  That  for  workers  14  to  16  years 
of  age  the  hourly  rate  specified  herein 
may  be  reduced  by  not  more  than  one- 
third.  The  act  does  not  permit  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  workers  14  to  16  years  of  age 
for  more  than  8  hours  per  day  without 
deductions  from  Sugar  Act  payments. 

(ii)  California  and  western  Nevada; 
when  employed  on  a  piecework  basis  for 
the  following  hand  labor  operations.  For 
hoeing,  hoe  trimming,  blocking  and 
thinning,  weeding,  pulling,  topping, 
loading,  or  gleaning  the  piecework  rate 
shall  be  as  agreed  upon  between  the  pro¬ 
ducer  and  the  worker:  Provided,  That 
the  average  hourly  rate  of  earnings  paid 
to  each  worker  for  each  operation  shall 
not  be  less  than  85  cents  per  hour  when 
computed  on  the  basis  of  the  total  time 
such  worker  is  employed  on  the  farm  for 
such  operation. 

(iii)  Regions  other  than  California 
and  western  Nevada;  when  employed  on 
a  piecework  basis  for  the  hand  labor  op¬ 
erations  in  the  following  table. 


Operations  and  Rates  per  Acre  by  Waoe  District 


Hand  labor  operations 


(A)  Hoeing.  Removing  weeds  and  excess  beets  with  a  hoc 

only . . . 

(B)  Hoe  trimming.  Removing  weeds  with  a  hoe  and  by 

hand  and  removing  excess  beets  with  a  hoe  only _ 

(C)  Hlocking  and  thinning.  Removing  weeds  and  excess 

beets  with  a  hoe  and  by  hand . . . . 

(I ))  Weeding*.  Removing  weeds  with  a  hoe  and  by  hand 
following  either  (A),  (B),  or  (C)  above . 


I 

II 

III 

Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Michigan, 
Minnesota, 
North  Dakota 
(eastern),  Ohio, 
Wisconsin 

Colorado,  Idaho 
(southern  and 
eastern),  Kansas, 
Montana  (except 
western),  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nevada 
(northern).  New 
Mexico,  North 
Dakota  (western) , 
South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Utah, 
Wyoming 

} 

Idaho  (western), 
Montana  (west¬ 
ern),  Oregon, 
Washington 

$9.00 

$9.50 

| 

$9.00 

11.00 

11.50 

11.00 

15. 00 

15.50 

15  00 

5.50 

6.00 

7.50  | 

Combined  operations.  A  written  agreement  between  the  producer  and  the  worker  is  required  in  instances  where  a 
combined  rate  for  “summer  work”  is  agreed  upon.  In  such  case,  the  rate  for  “summer  work”  regardless  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  weedings  required  shall  be  the  sum  of  the  applicable  rates  specified  above  for  either  hoeing,  hoe  trimming,  or 
blocking  and  thinning,  and  two  weedings.  In  the  absence  of  a  written  agreement,  the  rate  for  each  operation  per¬ 
formed  by  the  worker  shall  be  the  applicable  rate  specified  above. 

Wide  rote  planting.  The  above  rates  may  he  reduced  by  not  more  than  the  indicated  percentages  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  row  spacings:  28  inches  or  more  but  less  than  31  inches,  20  percent;  31  inches  or  more  but  less  than  34  inches,  25 
percent;  34  inches  or  more,  30  percent. 


(iv)  Regions  other  than  California 
and  western  Nevada;  when  employed 
on  a  piecework  basis  for  hand  labor  op¬ 
erations  not  specified  or  defined  or  for 
harvesting.  The  piecework  rate  for  any 
hand  labor  operation  involving  the  re¬ 
moval  of  beets  or  weeds  which  is  not 
defined  above,  and  for  the  operations 
of  pulling,  topping,  loading,  or  gleaning 
shall  be  as  agreed  upon  between  the 
producer  and  the  worker:  Provided, 
That  the  average  hourly  rate  of  earnings 
paid  to  each  worker  for  each  operation 
shall  be  not  less  than  85  cents  per  hour 
computed  on  the  basis  of  the  total  time 
such  worker  is  employed  on  the  farm  for 
such  operation. 

(v)  All  regions;  when  employed  on  a 
time  or  piecework  basis  for  other  oper¬ 
ations.  For  all  other  operations  in  the 
production  cultivation,  or  harvesting 


of  sugar  beets  for  which  no  minimum 
rate  is  provided  for  herein,  the  rate  shall 
be  as  agreed  upon  between  the  producer 
and  the  worker. 

(2)  Compensable  working  time.  For 
work  performed  under  subparagraph  (1) 
of  this  paragraph,  compensable  working 
time  includes  all  time  which  the  worker 
spends  in  the  performance  of  his  duties 
except  time  taken  out  for  meals  during 
the  work  day.  Compensable  working 
time  commences  at  the  time  the  worker 
is  required  to  start  work  in  the  field  and 
ends  upon  completion  of  work  in  the 
field.  However,  if  the  producer  requires 
the  operator  of  mechanical  equipment, 
driver  of  animals  or  any  other  class  of 
worker  to  report  to  a  place  other  than 
the  field,  such  as  an  assembly  point, 
stable,  tractor  shed,  etc.,  located  on  the 
farm,  the  time  spent  in  transit  from  such 
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lace  to  the  field  and  from  the  field  to 
such  place  is  compensable  working  time. 
Any  time  spent  in  performing  work  di¬ 
rectly  related  to  the  principal  work  per¬ 
formed  by  the  worker,  such  as  servicing 
equipment,  is  compensable  working  time. 
Time  of  the  worker  while  being  trans¬ 
ported  from  a  central  recruiting  point  or 
labor  camp  to  the  farm  is  not  compen¬ 
sable  working  time. 

(b)  Workers  not  covered.  The  re- 
ouirements  of  this  section  are  not  appli¬ 
cable  to  workers  performing  services 
which  are  indirectly  connected  with  the 
production,  cultivation,  or  harvesting  of 
sugar  beets,  including  but  not  limited  to, 
mechanics,  welders,  and  other  mainte¬ 
nance  workers  and  repairmen. 

(c)  Proof  of  compliance.  The  producer 
shall  furnish  upon  request  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  County  Committee  accept¬ 
able  and  adequate  proof  which  satisfies 
the  Committee  that  all  workers  have 
been  paid  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  section. 

(d)  Subterfuge.  The  producer  shall 
not  reduce  the  wage  rates  to  workers 
below  those  determined  herein  through 
any  subterfuge  or  device  whatsoever. 

(e)  Claim  for  unpaid  wages.  Any 
person  who  believes  he  has  not  been  paid 
in  accordance  with  this  section  may  file 
a  wage  claim  with  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  County 
Office  against  the  producer  on  whose 
farm  the  work  was  performed.  Detailed 
instructions  and  wage  claim  forms  are 
available  at  the  County  Office.  Such 
claim  must  be  filed  within  two  years 
from  the  date  the  work  with  respect  to 
which  the  claim  is  made  was  performed. 
Upon  receipt  of  a  wage  claim  the  County 
Office  shall  thereupon  notify  the  pro¬ 
ducer  against  whom  the  claim  is  made 
concerning  the  representation  made  by 
the  worker.  The  County  ASC  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  arrange  for  such  investi¬ 
gation  as  it  deems  necessary  and  the 
producer  and  worker  shall  be  notified  in 
writing  of  its  recommendations  for  set¬ 
tlement  of  the  claim.  If  either  party  is 
not  satisfied  with  the  recommended  set¬ 
tlement,  an  appeal  may  be  made  to  the 
State  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Office.  The  address  of  the 
State  Office  will  be  furnished  by  the  local 
County  Office.  Upon  receipt  of  the  ap¬ 
peal  the  State  Committee  shall  likewise 
consider  the  facts  and  notify  the  pro¬ 
ducer  and  worker  in  writing  of  its  recom¬ 
mendation  for  settlement  of  the  claim. 
If  the  recommendation  of  the  State 
Committee  is  not  acceptable,  either  party 
may  file  an  appeal  with  the  Director  of 
the  Sugar  Division,  Commodity  Stabili¬ 
zation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington  25,  D.C.  All  such 
appeals  shall  be  filed  within  15  days  after 
receipt  of  the  recommended  settlement 
of  the  respective  committee,  otherwise 
such  recommended  settlement  will  be  ap¬ 
plied  in  making  payments  under  the  act. 
If  a  claim  is  appealed  to  the  Director  of 
the  Sugar  Division,  his  decision  shall  be 
binding  on  all  parties  insofar  as  pay¬ 
ments  under  the  act  are  concerned. 

Statement  of  Bases  and  Considerations 

(a)  General.  The  foregoing  deter¬ 
mination  provides  fair  and  reasonable 


wage  rates  to  be  paid  for  work  performed 
by  persons  employed  on  the  farm  in  the 
production,  cultivation,  or  harvesting  of 
the  1961  crop  of  sugar  beets  as  one  of  the 
conditions  with  which  producers  must 
comply  to  be  eligible  for  payments  under 
the  act. 

(b)  Requirements  of  the  act  and 
standards  employed.  Section  301(c)  (1) 
of  the  act  requires  that  all  persons  em¬ 
ployed  on  the  farm  in  the  production, 
cultivation,  or  harvesting  of  sugar  beets 
with  respect  to  which  an  application  for 
payment  is  made,  shall  have  been  paid 
in  full  for  all  such  work,  and  shall  have 
been  paid  wages  therefor  at  rates  not 
less  than  those  that  may  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary  to  be  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  after  investigation  and  due  notice 
and  opportunity  for  public  hearing;  and 
in  making  such  determination  the  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  take  into  consideration  the 
standards  therefor  formerly  established 
by  him  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  (i.e.,  cost  of  living, 
prices  of  sugar  and  by-products,  income 
from  sugar  beets  and  cost  of  produc¬ 
tion),  and  the  differences  in  conditions 
among  various  sugar  producing  areas. 

(c)  1961  wage  determination.  This 
determination  consolidates  the  1960 
determinations  which  were  applicable  to 
separate  regions  of  the  sugar  beet  area 
and  continues  the  provisions  of  those 
determinations  except  as  follows:  (1) 
The  minimum  hourly  rate  is  increased  to 
85  cents  for  specified  hand  labor  oper¬ 
ations;  (2)  the  hand  labor  operations  for 
which  piecework  rates  are  established 
have  been  redesignated  and  defined;  (3) 
the  piecework  rates  for  two  operations 
have  been  increased;  (4)  the  provision 
for  a  reduction  in  piecework  rates  where 
cross-cultivation  is  performed  has  been 
discontinued;  and  (5)  the  provision  for 
a  rate  differential  for  handicapped  work¬ 
ers  in  California  and  western  Nevada 
has  also  been  discontinued. 

Public  hearings  were  held  in  Detroit, 
Michigan;  Fargo,  North  Dakota;  Yaki¬ 
ma,  Washington;  Greeley,  Colorado;  and 
Berkeley,  California,  during  the  period 
December  5  through  19,  1960.  At  these 
hearings  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  testify  with 
respect  to  fair  and  reasonable  wage  rates 
for  work  performed  by  fieldworkers  on 
the  1961  crop  of  sugar  beets.  Prior  to 
issuing  the  notice  of  public  hearings,  the 
Department  sent  to  representatives  of 
producers,  workers,  and  processors  in 
states  other  than  California  and  western 
Nevada,  a  proposal,  together  with  an 
explanatory  statement  to  redesignate  the 
hand  labor  operations  for  which  piece¬ 
work  rates  customarily  have  been  estab¬ 
lished.  The  modifications  were  pro¬ 
posed  to  meet  the  needs  for  a  piecework 
rate  structure  responsive  to  changes  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  increased  use  of  mono¬ 
germ  seed  and  improved  methods  of  cul¬ 
tivation.  The  proposal  included  the 
following: 

(a)  Long  handled  hoe  trim  no  finger 
thinning ; 

(b)  Long  handled  hoe  trim  and  finger 
thinning ; 

(c)  Short  handled  hoe  and  finger 
thinning; 

(d)  First  hoeing  following  short 
handled  hoe  and  finger  thinning; 


(e)  Weeding. 

Interested  persons  were  requested  to 
submit  testimony  and  recommendations 
on  the  proposal  and  the  appropriate 
wage  rate  differentials  between  the  sev¬ 
eral  operations. 

At  the  hearings  representatives  of 
producers,  generally,  were  in  accord  with 
the  objectives  of  the  proposal  to  rede¬ 
fine  the  hand  labor  operations.  How¬ 
ever,  many  representatives  recommended 
some  modifications  in  the  proposal  de¬ 
signed  to  meet  conditions  in  their  re¬ 
gions.  Producers  in  several  regions  rec¬ 
ommended  that  no  specific  reference  be 
made  to  the  length  of  the  hoe  handle. 
Among  the  reasons  given  for  this  rec¬ 
ommendation  were  (1)  that  workers  in 
some  regions  generally  use  a  long  han¬ 
dled  hoe  for  the  customary  operation  of 
blocking  and  thinning;  (2)  that  some 
workers  were  accustomed  to  using  a 
short  handled  hoe  to  trim  beets  and 
weeds;  and  (3)  it  was  contended  that 
if  the  hoe  handle  length  were  specified 
there  might  be  misunderstandings  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  applicability  of  the  differ¬ 
ent  rates.  Many  witnesses  stated  that 
the  hand  labor  work  of  trimming  a  field 
of  beets  could  be  performed  more  effi¬ 
ciently,  and  the  worker  would  earn  more, 
with  a  long  handled  hoe  than  with  a 
short  handled  hoe,  but  indicated  that 
it  would  require  a  period  of  time  to  in¬ 
duce  producers  and  workers  to  change 
methods. 

Witnesses  from  several  regions  stated 
that  the  proposed  operation  of  long  han¬ 
dled  hoe  trim  and  finger  thinning  should 
not  be  defined  as  being  performed  only 
with  a  long  handled  hoe  because  the 
work  requirements  of  this  operation  are 
such  that  it  may  be  performed  also  by 
using  a  short  handled  hoe  and  con¬ 
troversy  as  to  the  applicable  rate  might 
result.  However,  witnesses  for  other 
regions  stated  that  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  should  be  adopted  and,  in  particular, 
should  require  the  removal  of  weeds  by 
hoe  and  by  hand.  Producers  stated 
that  the  crop  was  more  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  weeds  left  next  to  a  beet  plant 
than  by  multiple  beets. 

Producer  representatives  in  many  re¬ 
gions  testified  that  under  current  and 
prospective  production  methods  the  first 
hand  labor  operation  in  the  beet  field 
should  be  the  removal  of  beets  and  weeds 
with  a  hoe  only.  Further,  many  wit¬ 
nesses  recommended  that  the  proposed 
operations  of  first  hoeing  and  weeding 
be  combined,  that  a  single  rate  apply 
to  the  combined  operation,  and  that 
such  operation  follow  each  of  the  initial 
hand  labor  operations.  A  representative 
of  producers  in  the  Red  River  Valley 
stated  that  inasmuch  as  cross-cultiva¬ 
tion  was  practiced  by  only  a  few  pro¬ 
ducers,  the  provision  for  a  reduction  in 
piecework  rates  where  cross-cultivation 
was  performed  could  be  discontinued." 
Most  producer  representatives  recom¬ 
mended  no  increase  in  the  piecework 
rates  for  the  1961  crop.  One  witness 
stated  that  if  any  rates  were  increased 
he  would  favor  increasing  the  rate  for 
the  operation  requiring  the  most  hand 
labor  thereby  creating  an  incentive  to 
producers  to  modernize  their  practices. 
Witnesses  from  most  regions  stated 
that  many  workers  were  paid  rates 
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higher  than  the  minimum  determina¬ 
tion  rates  in  1960  to  meet  competitive 
conditions  or  because  of  poor  field 
conditions. 

Representatives  of  the  California 
Beet  Growers  Association  recommended 
no  changes  in  the  wage  rates  and  other 
provisions  of  the  determination  appli¬ 
cable  to  California  and  adjacent  re¬ 
gions.  Witnesses  for  the  association 
stated  that  the  minimum  hourly  rate 
for  work  in  the  Imperial  Valley  had 
increased  from  75  cents  per  hour  to  85 
cents  per  hour  in  October  1960,  and 
that  in  other  regions  of  California  hourly 
rates  for  beet  work  in  1960  ranged  from 
85  cents  to  $1.00  per  hour,  an  increase 
of  2.5  to  5  cents  per  hour  over  the  rates 
paid  in  1959. 

Consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
recommendations  submitted  at  the  hear¬ 
ings,  to  the  returns,  costs,  and  profits 
of  producing  sugar  beets  under  condi¬ 
tions  likely  to  prevail  for  the  1961  crop, 
and  to  other  pertinent  factors.  Analy¬ 
sis  of  these  data  indicate  that  the  wage 
rate  and  other  requirements  of  this 
determination  are  within  producers’ 
ability  to  pay. 

In  recent  prior  years  two  wage  de- 
texminations  have  been  issued  annually 
for  the  Sugar  Beet  Area — one  for  the 
State  of  California,  southern  Oregon, 
and  western  Nevada,  and  another  for 
all  other  regions.  Since  this  determina¬ 
tion  establishes  a  uniform  hourly  rate 
applicable  to  all  producers  of  1961  crop 
sugar  beets  in  the  entire  sugar  beet 
producing  area,  there  is  no  longer  a  need 
for  separate  determinations. 

In  the  prior  determinations  the  min¬ 
imum  rate  for  workers  employed  on  a 
time  basis  was  80  cents  per  hour  in 
California  (except  Imperial  Valley) , 
southern  Oregon,  and  western  Nevada, 
and  75  cents  per  hour  in  Imperial  Val¬ 
ley  and  all  other  parts  of  the  sugar  beet 
area.  Examination  of  data  showing 
prevailing  wage  rates  paid  in  the  sugar 
beet  area  and  testimony  submitted  at 
the  public  hearings  indicates  that  in 
1960  workers  employed  on  a  time  basis 
generally  were  paid  not  less  than  85 
cents  per  hour  for  hand  labor  work  in 
sugar  beet  fields.  In  the  Imperial  Val¬ 
ley,  California,  it  was  reported  that  since 
October  1960,  90  percent  of  the  labor 
force  was  paid  wages  not  less  than  85 
cents  per  hour.  In  other  regions  of  the 
state  hourly  rates  were  reported  to  be 
85  cents  per  hour  and  higher.  In 
Michigan,  where  many  workers  are 
hired  on  a  time  basis,  the  rate  was  85 
cents  per  hour.  In  most  sugar  beet 
states  hand  labor  is  performed  on  a 
piecework  basis,  but  where  workers 
were  hired  on  a  time  basis  they  were 
paid  considerably  in  excess  of  the  de¬ 
termination  minimum  hourly  rate.  The 
hourly  rate  of  85  cents  established  by 
this  determination  is  in  line  with  the 
rates  actually  paid  by  most  producers, 
and,  therefore,  should  have  only  a  nom¬ 
inal  effect  on  production  costs. 

Prior  determinations  for  California 
and  adjacent  regions  have  provided  that 
if  work  was  performed  on  a  piecework 
basis  the  rate  was  to  be  agreed  upon  be¬ 
tween  the  producer  and  the  worker,  but 
the  earnings  of  the  worker  could  not  be 


less  than  the  minimum  hourly  rate  es¬ 
tablished  for  the  operation  performed. 
This  provision  has  been  continued  for 
the  1961  crop  in  those  regions.  In  other 
regions  of  the  sugar  beet  area  the  prior 
determination  established  piecework 
rates  for  stated  hand  labor  operations 
with  no  hourly  guarantee  of  earnings. 

During  the  past  10  years  there  have 
been  significant  changes  in  the  types  of 
sugar  beet  seed  planted  and  in  the  meth¬ 
ods  of  cultivating  sugar  beets.  Mono- 
germ  seed  (bare  or  pelleted)  rapidly  is 
replacing  processed  segmented  seed  in 
most  regions.  Precision  drills  have  been 
developed  to  space  plant  the  monogerm 
seed.  Devices  have  been  developed  also 
which  reduce  the  germination  stand  of 
beet  plants  and  weeds.  These  devices  in¬ 
clude  down-the-row  thinning  machines, 
spring-tine  harrows  with  and  without 
cultivating  knives,  pencil  weeders,  im¬ 
proved  cultivator  tool  attachments,  etc. 
Chemical  weedicides  are  in  use  in  some 
districts  and  are  being  tried  in  other  dis¬ 
tricts.  Because  of  differences  in  soil 
and  weather  conditions,  in  method  of 
land  preparation,  in  planting,  cultivat¬ 
ing,  mechanical  stand  reduction,  and  in 
chemical  weed  control,  there  are  great 
dissimilarities  in  fields  of  sugar  beets 
prior  to  hand  work.  The  hand  labor 
requirements  in  fields  which  are  rela¬ 
tively  free  of  weeds  and  which  have  a 
high  percentage  of  single  beet  plants 
spaced  relatively  uniformly  in  the  row, 
are  significantly  different  from  those  on 
fields  with  a  heavy  weed  and  beet  plant 
population.  The  technological  improve¬ 
ments  adopted  and  being  developed  in¬ 
dicate  the  need  for  changes  in  the  wage 
structure  which  will  make  it  more  re¬ 
sponsive  to  present  and  prospective 
practices. 

This  determination  redesignates  the 
basic  hand  labor  operations  for  which 
piecework  rates  have  been  established 
and  indicates  the  hand  labor  tasks  which 
may  be  required  of  the  worker.  The 
prior  determination  did  not  define  for 
each  of  the  hand  labor  operations  the 
tasks  which  the  worker  was  to  perform. 
The  minimum  piecework  rates  are  re¬ 
lated,  generally,  to  the  relative  average 
labor  requirements  for  each  of  the  sev¬ 
eral  operations.  The  rates  also  are  de¬ 
signed  to  encourage  maximum  use  of 
efficient  farming  practices  by  producers 
and  efficient  hand  labor  practices  by 
workers.  For  example,  if  the  producer 
uses  improved  farming  practices  he  may 
make  possible  a  combination  of  those 
hand  labor  operations  which  require  the 
least  man-hours  and,  thus  reduce  the 
hand  labor  costs  per  acre.  Likewise, 
where  field  conditions  permit  the  op¬ 
eration  of  hoeing  or  hoe  trimming,  the 
worker  may  expedite  the  tasks  to  be  per¬ 
formed  and  increase  his  earnings  by 
using  a  long  handled  hoe,  rather  than  a 
short-handled  hoe.  The  piecework  rates 
are  established  at  levels  which  will  re¬ 
turn  to  workers  of  average  ability  hourly 
earnings  which  recognize  the  incentive 
aspects  of  piecework  basis  employment 
in  relation  to  time  basis  employment, 
and  such  rates  also  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  participation  of  workers  in  the 
benefits  of  more  efficient  operations  of 
producing  sugar  beets. 


The  operation  of  “hoeing”  replaces 
the  operations  of  “hoe  thin  only”  0r 
“first  hoeing  completely  machine  thinned 
fields”  provided  in  the  1960  determina¬ 
tion,  and  specifically  excludes  the  re¬ 
moval  by  hand  of  either  beets  or  weeds 
The  rate  for  the  “hoeing”  operation  is 
the  same  as  the  rate  for  the  designated 
operations  in  the  prior  determination 
Generally,  workers  removed  weeds  by 
hand  under  the  1960  operation.  Since 
the  hoeing  operation  excludes  hand  re¬ 
moval  of  weeds  the  hourly  earnings  of 
workers  for  those  operations  in  1961  are 
expected  to  increase  commensurably. 

The  operation  of  “hoe  trimming”  re¬ 
places  the  operation  of  “hoe  and  finger 
thinning  partially  machine  thinned 
fields”  but  the  rate  remains  unchanged. 
The  definition  of  this  operation  includes 
the  removal  of  weeds  by  hand  but  ex¬ 
cludes  the  removal  of  beets  by  hand. 
The  exclusion  of  removal  of  beets  by 
hand  which  was  performed  under  the 
old  operation  is  expected  to  result  in  a 
reduction  in  man-hours  and,  thereby, 
increase  the  hourly  earnings  of  workers! 

The  operation  of  “blocking  and  thin¬ 
ning”  replaces  the  operation  of  “hoe  and 
finger  thinning  fields  which  were  not 
machine  thinned”  and  the  rate  is  in¬ 
creased  $1.00  per  acre.  This  operation 
carried  the  highest  rate  but  required  the 
most  man-hours  of  hand  labor  and  the 
hourly  earnings  of  workers  were  least. 
The  increased  rate  will  result  in  higher 
hourly  earnings  for  worker’s  performing 
this  operation. 

The  1960  operations  of  “first  hoeing 
(except  completely  machine  thinned 
fields)”  and  “second  and  each  subse¬ 
quent  hoeing  or  weedings”  have  been 
combined  into  the  operation  of  weeding. 
The  rate  established  is  the  same  as  for 
the  first  hoeing  operation  in  1960,  but 
in  most  states  is  $2.00  per  acre  more  than 
the  weeding  rate  in  1960.  Generally,  the 
earnings  of  workers  for  the  first  hoeing 
operation  have  been  favorable  in  relation 
to  earnings  in  other  operations.  The 
man-hour  requirements  for  a  second 
weeding  operation  are  extremely  vari¬ 
able.  Reports  show  that  where  fields 
were  very  weedy,  producers  have  paid 
substantially  higher  rates  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  than  the  determination  rates  in 
prior  years.  Conversely,  it  is  reported 
that  if  field  conditions  were  favorable 
many  producers  hired  workers  on  an 
hourly  rate  basis.  Representatives  of 
producers  at  public  hearings  testified 
that  in  many  instances  the  second  weed¬ 
ing  operation  is  not  performed.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  expected  that  the  increase  in 
the  rate  for  second  weedings  will  not 
substantially  affect  labor  costs. 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  the  producer 
and  the  worker  to  agree  upon  the  specific 
operation  to  be  performed  in  the  field. 
It  is  also  their  responsibility  to  agree 
upon  the  appropriate  wage  rate  above 
the  minimum  if  the  condition  of  the  field 
at  the  time  the  work  is  performed  war¬ 
rants  a  higher  rate.  There  are  no  pre¬ 
requisites  regarding  the  production 
methods  to  be  followed  by  a  producer  in 
achieving  a  given  field  condition.  For 
example,  if  a  hoeing  operation  is  feasible 
there  is  no  requirement  that  the  beets 
must  have  been  mechanically  thinned  or 
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for  any  chemical  weedicide  to  have  been 
Led  for  such  operation  to  be  applicable, 
prior  determinations  have  provided  for 
reduction  in  the  hoeing  and  weeding 
oiecework  rates  if  cross-cultivation  was 
performed  by  the  producer.  This  prac¬ 
tice  was  followed  only  in  one  region  but 
has  now  become  less  important  as  new 
methods  of  cultivation  have  been  devel¬ 
oped.  Accordingly,  the  rate  deductions 
formerly  provided  have  been  discon¬ 
tinued.  For  a  number  of  years  the  de¬ 
terminations  applicable  to  California  and 
contiguous  regions  provided  a  rate  dif¬ 
ferential  for  handicapped  workers.  It  is 
understood  that  the  provision  has  not 
been  used  in  recent  years  and,  therefore, 
it  is  not  included  in  this  determination. 
The  region  of  southern  Oregon  is  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  agreed  upon  piecework 
rate  provision  applicable  to  California 
and  adjacent  regions  inasmuch  as  sugar 
beets  have  not  been  grown  in  this  re¬ 
gion  for  delivery  to  California  factories 
for  a  number  of  years.  The  hourly  rate 
provision  of  this  determination  includes 
the  operation  of  gleaning  sugar  beets  in 
all  regions.  Formerly,  the  minimum 
hourly  rate  did  not  apply  to  such  opera¬ 
tion  except  in  California  and  adjacent 
regions. 

I  hereby  find  and  conclude  that  the 
foregoing  determination  will  effectuate 
the  wage  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended. 

(Sec.  403,  61  Stat.  932;  7  U.S.C.  1153.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  301,  61  Stat.  929,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  1131) 

Issued  this  13th  day  of  April  1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman. 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-3455;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:51  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  I — DETERMINATION  OF  PRICES 

PART  877— SUGARCANE;  PUERTO 
RICO 

Prices;  1960—61  Crop 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)(2)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  (herein  referred  to  as  “act”), 
after  investigation,  and  due  considera¬ 
tion  of  evidence  presented  at  the  public 
hearing  held  in  Santuree,  Puerto  Rico, 
on  October  14,  1960,  the  following  de¬ 
termination  is  hereby  issued : 

§  877.13  Fair  and  reasonable  prices  for 
the  1960—61  crop  of  Puerto  Rican 
sugarcane. 

A  producer  of  sugarcane  in  Puerto  Rico 
who  is  also  a  processor  of  sugarcane 
(herein  referred  to  as  “processor”) ,  shall 
have  paid,  or  contracted  to  pay,  for  sug¬ 
arcane  of  the  1960-61  crop  grown  by 
other  producers  and  processed  by  him,  in 
accordance  with  the  following  require¬ 
ments: 

(a)  Definitions.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  section,  the  term: 

(1)  “Raw  sugar”  means  raw  sugar  as 
made  converted  to  96°  basis. 

(2)  “Sugar  yield  period”  means  any 
period  not  exceeding  one  calendar  month 


as  may  be  elected  by  the  processor  to  de¬ 
termine  the  yield  of  raw  sugar.  The 
period  adopted  by  the  processor  shall  be 
used  uniformly  throughout  the  grinding 
season.  In  instances  where  odd  days  oc¬ 
cur  because  a  processor  begins  or  ends 
grinding  on  a  day  which  does  not  cor¬ 
respond  with  the  beginning  or  ending  of 
the  sugar  yield  period,  or  grinding  is  in¬ 
terrupted  because  of  holidays  or  for 
other  reasons,  such  odd  days  shall  be 
included  either  in  the  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  sugar  yield  period,  or  treated  as  a 
separate  sugar  yield  period. 

(3)  “Price  of  raw  sugar”  means  the 
simple  average  of  the  daily  spot  price 
quotations  for  sugar  deliverable  under 
the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Ex¬ 
change  No.  7  domestic  contract  (bulk 
sugar)  for  the  period  January  1,  1961, 
through  December  31,  1961,  except  that 
if  the  Director  of  the  Sugar  Division 
determines  that  any  such  price  quota¬ 
tion  does  not  reflect  the  true  market 
value  of  raw  sugar  because  of  inadequate 
volume  or  other  factors,  he  may  desig¬ 
nate  the  price  to  be  effective  under  this 
determination  which  he  determines  will 
reflect  the  true  market  value  of  raw 
sugar. 

(4)  “Inferior  varieties  of  sugarcane” 
means  sugarcane  of  the  Saccharum 
Spontaneum  or  Saccharum  Sinense 
variety  (including  sugarcane  of  the 
Japanese,  Uba,  Kavangerie,  Zuinga, 
Caledonia,  Coimbatore  213  and  Coimba¬ 
tore  281  varieties). 

(5)  “Yield  of  raw  sugar”  means' the 
yield  of  raw  sugar  per  100  pounds  of  net 
sugarcane  determined  for  the  sugar  yield 
period  in  accordance  with  the  formula 
set  forth  in  Schedule  A  attached  hereto 
and  made  a  part  hereof. 

(6)  “Net  sugarcane”  means  (i)  the 
gross  weight  of  the  sugarcane  delivered 
to  the  mill  determined  to  contain  a 
quantity  of  trash  not  in  excess  of  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  gross  weight,  or  (ii)  the  gross 
weight  of  the  sugarcane  delivered  to  the 
mill  less  the  quantity  of  trash  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  in  excess  of  5  percent  of 
such  gross  weight. 

(7)  “Trash”  means  green  or  dried 
leaves,  sugarcane  tops,  soil,  stones,  and 
all  other  extraneous  material. 

(8)  “Area  Office”  means  Caribbean 
Area  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Office,  Santuree,  Puerto  Rico. 

(b)  Payment  for  sugarcane.  (1)  The 
payment  for  net  sugarcane  delivered  by 
the  producer  to  the  processor  shall  be 
made  either  by  the  delivery  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer  of  his  share  of  raw  sugar  or  by  the 
payment  to  the  producer  of  the  money 
value  of  his  share  of  raw  sugar,  as  may 
be  agreed  upon  by  the  producer  and  the 
processor. 

(2)  For  each  100  pounds  of  net  sugar¬ 
cane  (including  inferior  varieties  of 
sugarcane)  having  a  yield  of  raw  sugar 
of  9  pounds  or  more,  the  payment  shall 
be  not  less  than  the  quantity  of  raw 
sugar  determined  by  applying  the  fol¬ 
lowing  applicable  percentage  to  the  yield 
of  raw  sugar  of  the  producer’s  net 
sugarcane: 


Pounds  of  raw  sugar  per  100 

pounds  of  net  sugarcane:  Percentage 

9.0 -  63.0 

9.5_ . . . . .  63.5 

10.0_ _ _ _  64.0 

10.5  _ _ _  64.5 

11.0 _  65.0 

11.5  _  65.5 

12.0- _ _ _ _  66.  0 

12.5  _  66.  5 

13.0 . . .  67.  0 

13.5  and  over _  67.  5 


Intermediate  points  within  the  above  scale 
are  to  be  interpolated  to  the  nearest  one- 
tenth  point. 

(3)  For  each  100  pounds  of  net  sugar¬ 
cane  (including  inferior  varieties  of 
sugarcane)  having  a  yield  of  raw  sugar 
of  less  than  9  pounds,  the  payment  shall 
be  not  less  than  the  quantity  determined 
by  subtracting  3%  pounds  of  raw  sugar 
from  the  yield  of  raw  sugar  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer’s  net  sugarcane. 

(4)  If  settlement  with  the  producer  is 
made  in  cash,  the  processor  shall  pay  to 
the  producer  the  money  value  of  his 
share  of  raw  sugar  determined  on  the 
basis  of  the  price  of  raw  sugar  con¬ 
verted  to  an  f  .o.b.  mill  price  by  subtract¬ 
ing  therefrom  the  admissible  deductions 
for  selling  and  delivery  expenses  on  raw 
sugar  in  accordance  with  Schedule  B 
attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof. 

(c)  Molasses  payment.  For  each  ton 
of  net  sugarcane  delivered,  the  processor 
shall  pay  to  the  producer  an  amount 
equal  to  the  product  of  (1)'  66  percent 
of  the  net  proceeds  per  gallon  of  black¬ 
strap  molasses  sold  of  the  1960-61  crop, 
and  (2)  the  average  production  of 
blackstrap  molasses  per  ton  of  net 
sugarcane  of  the  1960-61  crop  processed 
at  each  mill.  A  processor  operating 
more  than  one  mill  shall  compute  the 
average  gross  proceeds  per  gallon  from 
the  sales  of  molasses  produced  at  all 
mills  operated  by  such  processor  and 
shall  compute  the  net  proceeds  per  gal¬ 
lon  separately  for  each  mill  operated  by 
such  processor.  The  net  proceeds  shall 
be  determined  by  subtracting  from  the 
average  gross  sales  price  the  admissible 
deductions  for  selling  and  delivery  ex¬ 
penses  on  molasses  in  accordance  with 
Schedule  C  attached  hereto  and  made  a 
part  hereof.  If  a  processor  has  not  sold 
1960-61  crop  molasses  by  the  time  he  is 
required  to  submit  to  the  Area  office  a 
statement  of  the  net  proceeds  from 
molasses  as  required  by  paragraph 
(g)(2)  of  this  section,  he  shall  make  a 
provisional  molasses  payment  to  pro¬ 
ducers  of  not  less  than  75  percent  of  the 
net  proceeds  per  gallon  realized  by  other 
processors  in  Puerto  Rico  for  the 
1960-61  crop  molasses,  as  determined  by 
the  Director  of  the  Area  office.  Final 
settlement  with  producers  shall  be  made 
promptly  after  the  1960-61  crop  mo¬ 
lasses  has  been  sold,  based  on  the  actual 
price  received  per  gallon  and  the  proces¬ 
sor  shall  promptly  submit  to  the  Area 
office  a  statement  of  the  net  proceeds 
determined  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(g)  (2)  of  this  section. 

(d)  Determination  of  net  sugarcane. 
(1)  The  net  sugarcane  of  each  producer 
(including  the  processor)  which  is  de¬ 
livered  to  the  mill  each  day  shall  be 
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determined  as  follows:  The  processor 
jointly  with  a  representative  designated 
by  the  producers  or  the  producer  organi¬ 
zation  in  any  mill  area,  shall  examine 
the  sugarcane  deliveries  and  estimate 
whether  the  deliveries  contain  a  quan¬ 
tity  of  trash  (i)  not  in  excess  of  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  gross  weight,  or  (ii)  in  excess 
of  5  percent  of  the  gross  weight.  In  the 
absence  of  a  producer  representative  the 
processor  shall  have  full  responsibility 
for  examining  such  sugarcane  deliveries 
and  for  making  such  estimates.  As  to 
the  deliveries  of  sugarcane  of  any  pro¬ 
ducer  which  are  estimated  to  contain 
trash  not  in  excess  of  5  percent,  the  gross 
weight  of  the  sugarcane  delivered  shall 
also  be  the  net  weight.  As  to  the  de¬ 
liveries  of  sugarcane  of  any  producer 
estimated  by  both  the  processor  and  the 
representative  of  producers  or  by  either 
of  such  parties  to  contain  trash  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  5  percent,  the  net  weight  shall  be 
determined  by  taking  a  representative 
sample  of  not  less  than  100  pounds  of 
sugarcane  from  one  or  more  of  the  de¬ 
liveries  deemed  to  be  representative  and 
separate  therefrom  all  trash.  The 
weight  of  the  trash  which  is  removed 
from  the  sample  of  sugarcane  shall  be 
expressed  as  a  percentage  of  the  gross 
weight  of  the  sample.  If  such  per¬ 
centage  exceeds  5  percent,  the  difference 
between  100  percent  and  such  excess 
percentage  shall  be  applied  to  the  gross 
weight  of  the  sugarcane  delivery  from 
which  the  sample  was  taken  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  net  weight  of  such  sugarcane, 
and  the  same  percentage  as  determined 
above  shall  be  applied  to  the  gross 
weight  of  all  other  deliveries  of  sugar¬ 
cane  delivered  by  that  producer  during 
the  same  day  which  are  estimated  to 
contain  trash  content  reasonably  similar 
to  the  delivery  from  which  the  sample 
was  taken. 

(2)  With  respect  to  the  sample  taken 
as  provided  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph,  the  processor  may  make  a 
separate  determination  of  the  weight  of 
soil  and  stones  contained  in  such 
sample  and  may  charge  the  producer  5 
cents  per  ton  of  net  sugarcane  delivered 
during  the  day  which  is  represented  by 
the  sample  for  each  one  percent,  frac¬ 
tions  in  proportion,  by  which  the  weight 
of  soil  and  stones  is  in  excess  of  one  per¬ 
cent  of  the  gross  weight  of  the  sample. 

(e)  Sampling  charges.  The  processor 
may  charge  the  producer  66  percent  of 
the  actual  cost,  but  not  to  exceed  $2.64, 
for  each  sample  taken  to  cover  the  cost 
of  sampling  and  measuring  the  actual 
quantity  of  trash.  If  a  separate  deter¬ 
mination  is  made  of  the  weight  of  soil 
and  stones,  the  cost  thereof  shall  be 
borne  by  the  processor. 

(f)  Services  and  allowances  to  pro¬ 
ducers.  (1)  When  payment  is  made  to 
the  producer  by  the  delivery  of  raw  sugar, 
the  processor  shall  store  and  insure  all 
such  sugar  through  December  31,  1961, 
and  shall  bear  the  costs  thereof. 

(2)  When  payment  is  made  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer  by  the  delivery  of  raw  sugar,  the 
processor  shall  share  with  the  producer 
on  a  pro  rata  basis  all  ocean  shipping 
facilities  available  to  the  processor. 

(3)  Allowances  made  to  producers  by 
the  processor  for  the  1959-60  crop  shall 


be  made  for  the  1960-61  crop  at  the 
rates  which  were  effective  under  compa¬ 
rable  conditions  in  1959-60;  the  costs  of 
services  which  were  borne  by  the  proc¬ 
essor  for  the  1959-60  crop  shall  be  borne 
for  the  1960-61  crop:  Provided,  That 
nothing  in  this  subparagraph  shall  be 
construed  as  prohibiting  negotiations  be¬ 
tween  the  processor  and  producer  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  allowances  to 
be  made  to  the  producer,  any  change  to 
be  approved  in  writing  by  the  Area  office 
upon  a  determination  by  the  Director  of 
the  Area  office  that  the  change  results 
in  allowances  which  are  fair  and 
reasonable. 

(g)  Reporting  requirements.  (1)  The 
processor  shall  submit  to  the  Area  of¬ 
fice  a  list  of  those  producers  with  whom 
settlement  will  be  made  in  cash  and 
those  with  whom  settlement  will  be  made 
in  sugar,  together  with  a  statement  as 
to  the  sugar  yield  period  which  will  be 
used  during  the  grinding  season.  Such 
information  shall  be  submitted  not  later 
than  7  days  after  grinding  commences, 
except  that  in  extenuating  circumstances 
an  extension  may  be  granted  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Area  office. 

(2)  The  processor  shall  submit  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  Area  office  statements 
verified  by  a  Certified  Public  Accountant 
of  the  deductions  made  in  determining 
the  f.o.b.  mill  price  of  sugar  and  the  net 
proceeds  from  molasses.  Such  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  submitted  not  later  than 
August  1,  1962,  except  that  in  exten¬ 
uating  circumstances  an  extension  may 
be  granted  by  the  Director  of  the  Area 
office. 

(h)  Subterfuge.  The  processor  shall 
not  reduce  the  returns  to  the  producer 
below  those  determined  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  this  section 
through  any  subterfuge  or  device 
whatsoever. 

Statement  of  Bases  and  Considerations 

(a)  General.  The  foregoing  deter¬ 
mination  establishes  fair  and  reasonable 
price  requirements  which  must  be  met, 
as  one  of  the  conditions  for  payment 
under  the  act,  by  a  producer  who  proc¬ 
esses  sugarcane  of  the  1960-61  crop 
grown  by  other  producers. 

(b)  Requirements  of  the  act.  Sec¬ 
tion  301(c)  (2)  of  the  act  provides  as  a 
condition  for  payment,  that  the  producer 
on  the  farm  who  is  also  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  a  processor  of  sugarcane,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  shall 
have  paid,  or  contracted  to  pay  under 
either  purchase  or  toll  agreements,  for 
sugarcane  grown  by  other  producers  and 
processed  by  him  at  rates  not  less  than 
those  that  may  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  after 
investigation  and  due  notice  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  hearing. 

(c)  1960-61  price  determination.  This 
determination  continues  the  provisions 
of  the  1959-60  determination,  except  for 
the  following  changes:  (1)  Producers 
will  share  in  the  total  net  proceeds  from 
blackstrap  molasses  instead  of  sharing 
only  in  the  net  proceeds  in  excess  of  five 
cents  per  gallon;  (2)  the  “price  of  raw 
sugar”  is  based  upon  the  daily  spot  price 
quotations  for  the  No.  7  domestic  con¬ 
tract  (bulk  sugar)  instead  of  those  for 


the  No.  6  domestic  contract  (bagged 
sugar) ;  and  (3)  the  provisions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  delivery  of  sugar  packed  in 
bags,  the  payment  to  producers  of  a  bag 
discount  when  raw  sugar  is  delivered  to 
the  producer  in  bulk,  and  the  specifica¬ 
tion  of  admissible  selling  and  delivery  ex¬ 
penses  relating  to  bagged  sugar  are 
discontinued. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  in  Santurce 
Puerto  Rico,  on  October  14,  I960,  at 
which  interested  persons  were  afforded 
the  opportunity  to  present  their  views 
relating  to  fair  and  reasonable  prices  for 
the  1960-61  crop  of  sugarcane.  The  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  Grower -Processor 
Committee  recommended  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  relating  to  the  determination  of 
net  sugarcane  state  more  specifically  the 
processor’s  responsibility  for  making  a 
final  decision  regarding  the  trash  con¬ 
tent  of  sugarcane  deliveries  in  case  the 
producer’s  representative  is  not  present 
to  participate  in  such  determination. 
The  witness  also  recommended  that 
sugarcane  stalks  classified  as  “suckers” 
not  be  considered  as  trash,  but  that  de¬ 
ductions  be  made  separately  for  such 
material  if  it  exceeds  5  percent  of  the 
gross  weight  of  the  cane.  The  witness 
also  stated  that  the  Committee  was  con¬ 
cerned  that  the  raw  sugar  supply  condi¬ 
tions  then  current  might  adversely  affect 
the  raw  sugar  market.  He  suggested 
that  the  Department  take  the  matter  up 
with  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar 
Exchange  in  the  interest  of  obtaining  its 
cooperation  for  the  adoption  of  a  system 
for  determining  spot  sugar  prices  which 
would  result  in  reliable  and  factual  raw 
sugar  price  quotations.  He  further  stated 
that  the  local  Sugar  Board  had  approved 
a  rule  providing  the  basis  for  and  time  of 
initial  and  final  molasses  settlements 
and  recommended  that  the  determina¬ 
tion  adopt  that  procedure.  The  witness 
testified  that  no  raw  sugar  in  bags  had 
been  shipped  to  the  mainland  during  the 
past  season  and  that  there  was  little 
reason  to  retain  those  provisions  of  the 
determination  which  related  to  the 
shipping  of  bagged  raw  sugar.  A  rep¬ 
resentative  of  one  large  processing  com¬ 
pany  stated  that  supply  conditions  then 
existing  threaten  the  sugar  market,  and 
if  those  conditions  continued  the  raw 
sugar  price  quotations  would  become  un¬ 
reliable.  He  recommended  that  the  De¬ 
partment  cooperate  with  the  New  York 
Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  in  an  effort 
to  obtain  the  adoption  of  a  system  for 
determining  spot  sugar  prices  which 
would  result,  in  reliable  quotations. 

Consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
testimony  presented  at  the  hearing,  to 
information  obtained  through  investiga¬ 
tion  and  to  other  pertinent  data.  Com¬ 
parative  returns,  costs,  and  profits  of 
producing  and  processing  sugarcane 
have  been  obtained  through  field  survey 
for  prior  years  and  have  been  recast  in 
terms  of  prospective  price  and  produc¬ 
tion  conditions  for  the  1960-61  crop. 

With  the  transition  from  bagged  to 
bulk  sugar  processors  are  saving  the  cost 
of  bags,  bagging,  and  the  moving  of 
bagged  sugar  into  warehouse.  Market¬ 
ing  expenses  also  are  lower  on  bulk  sugar 
which  benefits  both  processors  and  pro¬ 
ducers.  Payment  for  sugarcane  has  been 
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hased  on  the  spot  price  quotations  for 
the  No  6  contract  for  bagged  sugar, 
although  the  sugar  has  been  shipped 
in  bulk  with  refiners  making  a  deduction 
(bag  allowance)  from  such  price  of  raw 
sugar  to  compensate  for  the  absence  of 
bags  As  a  result,  processors  based  the 
payment  for  sugarcane  on  a  price  which 
was  higher,  by  the  amount  of  the  bag 
allowance,  than  the  price  received  by  the 
processor.  At  the  time  the  spot  price 
quotations  for  the  No.  6  contract  were 
discontinued,  the  customary  “effective” 
bag  allowance  was  4  cents  per  100 
pounds.  The  net  effect  of  the  con¬ 
version  to  shipping  in  bulk  and  the 
adoption  of  the  No.  7  contract  quotations 
reduces  the  processors’  share  of  costs 
and  the  producers’  share  of  returns.  An 
analysis  of  the  comparative  returns, 
costs,  and  profits  of  producing  and 
processing  sugarcane,  indicates  that  an 
increase  in  the  producers’  share  of  net 
returns  is  required  to  bring  the  costs  and 
returns  relationships  into  better  balance. 
Several  times  in  recent  years  producers 
have  recommended  that  they  share  in 
total  net  proceeds  from  molasses  instead 
of  sharing  only  in  the  net  proceeds  in 
excess  of  five  cents  per  gallon.  Thus,  it 
is  deemed  desirable  to  utilize  this  method 
to  bring  producers’  returns  into  balance 
rather  than  to  disturb  the  percentage 
sharing  relationship  with  respect  to 
sugar. 

Prior  determinations  have  defined  the 
price  of  raw  sugar,  as  the  simple  average 
of  the  daily  spot  quotations  of  raw  sugar 
for  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar 
Exchange,  No.  6  domestic  contract  for 
bagged  sugar,  adjusted  to  a  duty  paid 
basis  by  adding  the  duty  prevailing  on 
Cuban  sugar.  In  January  1960,  the  Ex¬ 
change  established  a  domestic  contract 
for  bulk  sugar  designated  as  the  No.  7 
contract.  For  several  months  the  volume 
of  trading  in  the  No  .7  contract  was  rel¬ 
atively  insignificant,  although  volume 
increased  and  by  the  end  of  the  year 
most  of  the  trading  was  in  this  contract. 
On  February  1,  1961,  the  Board  of  Man¬ 
agers  of  the  Exchange  suspended  trading 
in  the  No.  6  contract  and  directed  that 
spot  price  quotations  cease  immediately 
for  such  contract.  Therefore,  raw  sugar 
for  the  domestic  market  is  now  being 
traded  only  under  the  No.  7  contract  for 
bulk  sugar  and  spot  price  quotations  are 
likewise  limited  to  this  contract. 

The  provision  of  prior  determinations 
requiring  the  processor  to  deliver  the 
producer’s  raw  sugar  packed  in  the  cus¬ 
tomary  bags  or,  if  the  raw  sugar  wras 
delivered  in  bulk,  to  pay  the  producer 
an  amount  equal  to  the  average  bag  dis¬ 
count  sustained  by  the  processor  on  his 
own  bulk  sugar  has  been  discontinued. 
Since  all  sugar  shipped  to  the  mainland 
is  in  bulk,  it  is  understood  that  most 
processors  are  no  longer  properly 
equipped  to  bag  sugar  except  in  certain 
instances  where  sugar  is  sold  in  the 
local  market. 

Prior  to  the  1958-59  determination, 
admissible  deductions  for  selling  and  de¬ 
livery  expenses  on  raw  sugar  provided 
items  only  for  bagged  sugar.  In  sub¬ 
sequent  determinations  items  of  ex¬ 
penses  for  bulk  sugar  were  also  provided 
since  all  sugar  shipped  to  the  mainland 
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was  in  this  form  and  items  of  expenses 
for  bagged  sugar  were  continued  pri¬ 
marily  on  a  contingency  basis.  It  is  un¬ 
derstood  that  sugar  is  now  packaged 
in  bags  only  for  a  limited  number  of  pro¬ 
ducers  who  so  request.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  the  items  of  selling  and  de¬ 
livery  expense  on  bagged  sugar  are  no 
longer  needed.  Accordingly,  Schedule  B, 
provides  admissible  selling  and  delivery 
expenses  only  for  bulk  sugar. 

The  recommendations  of  the  Grower- 
Processor  Committee  for  modification  of 
the  provision  relating  to  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  trash  and  for  a  further  5  percent 
weight  tolerance  for  sugarcane  suckers 
have  not  been  adopted.  The  provision 
for  determining  net  weight  of  sugarcane 
has  been  expanded  to  remove  any  doubt 
as  to  the  processor’s  responsibility  in 
case  the  producer  representative  is  not 
present.  Since  sugarcane  sucker  stalks 
(mamones)  may  be  included  in  the  trash 
sample  as  extraneous  material  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  basic  5  percent  tolerance,  it 
is  deemed  undesirable  to  establish  an 
additional  tolerance  for  such  material. 
If  deterrents  on  the  delivery  of  extrane¬ 
ous  matter  to  the  mill  are  not  preserved 
and  strengthened  the  industry  cannot 
realize  maximum  sugar  recoveries. 

.  The  Committee  also  recommended  the 
adoption  in  principle  of  a  recent  Com¬ 
monwealth  regulation  which  provides 
the  basis  for  and  the  time  of  provisional 
and  final  molasses  payments.  The  prior 
determination  provided  for  a  provisional 
molasses  payment  to  producers  if  a  proc¬ 
essor  did  not  sell  his  molasses  prior  to 
August  1,  of  the  year  following  harvest 
of  the  crop.  Since  there  has  been  no 
indication  that  the  provisions  of  the 
prior  determination  regarding  molasses 
payments  do  not  provide  for  a  fair  basis 
of  settlement,  these  provisions  have  been 
continued  unchanged. 

After  consideration  of  all  factors  this 
determination  is  considered  to  be  fair 
and  reasonable.  Accordingly,  I  hereby 
find  and  conclude  that  the  foregoing 
determination  will  effectuate  the  price 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended. 

(Sec.  403  ,  61  Stat.  932;  7  U.S.C.  1153.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  301,  61  Stat.  929,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  Sup.  1131) 

Issued  this  13th  day  of  April  1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Schedule  A — Formula  for  Determining  the 

“Yield  of  Raw  Sugar”  for  Each  Producer 

R=TI(S-0.3B)F 

where : 

R= Yield  of  raw  sugar,  96°  basis; 

S= Polarization  of  the  crusher  Juice  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  sugarcane  of  each  producer; 

B  =  Brix  of  the  crusher  Juice  obtained  from 
the  sugarcane  of  each  producer; 

T= Trash  correction  factor  which  varies 
inversely  with  the  amount  of  trash  contained 
in  the  sugarcane  of  each  producer  from 
1.0  for  sugarcane  which  contains  an  amount 
of  trash  not  in  excess  of  5  percent  of  the 
gross  weight  of  sugarcane  to  0.90075  for 
sugarcane  which  contains  an  amount  of 
trash  in  excess  of  16  percent  of  the  gross 
weight  of  sugarcane. 

I = Inferior  sugarcane  correction  factor 
which  is  applied  only  to  inferior  varieties 
of  sugarcane  of  each  producer  and  is  de¬ 
termined  as  follows: 


\ 

(a)  When  the  purity,  P  (where  P  = 

IOOSh-B),  of  the  crusher  Juice  of  sugarcane 
is  equal  to  75  or  more,  the  factor,  1=0.9;  or 

(b)  When  the  purity,  P  (where  P= 

100S-^B) ,  of  the  crusher  Juice  of  such  sugar¬ 
cane  is  less  than  75,  the  factor,  1=0.9  —  0.02 
(75— P) ; 

F= Yield  factor  which  is  determined  as 
follows: 

(a)  Determine  the  “tentative  recovery  of 
raw  sugar”,  96*  basis,  for  each  producer  de¬ 
livering  sugarcane  during  the  settlement  pe¬ 
riod  from  the  product  of  the  formula 
(S-0.3B) ,  the  number  of  hundredweights  of 
net  sugarcane,  the  applicable  trash  correc¬ 
tion  factor,  T;  and  where  applicable  the  in¬ 
ferior  sugarcane  correction  factor,  I;  and 

(b)  Divide  the  pounds  of  raw  sugar,  96° 
basis,  produced  at  the  mill  during  the  ap¬ 
plicable  settlement  period  by  the  sum  of  the 
“tentative  recoveries  of  raw  sugar”  for  all 
producers  to  obtain  the  yield  factor,  F. 

Schedule  B — Admissible  Deductions  for 
Selling  and  Delivery  Expenses  on  Raw 
Sugar 

Admissible  deductions  for  selling  and  de¬ 
livery  expenses  on  1960-61  crop  raw  sugar  are 
limited  to  the  sum  of  the  following  expenses 
for  each  mill  operated  by  a  processor,  net  of 
any  reciepts  which  reduce  such  expenses; 

(1)  Freight  from  the  mill  directly  to  the 
bulk  raw  sugar  loading  terminal,  including 
the  cost  of  covering  cars  or  trucks  where 
necessary; 

(2)  The  cost  of  receiving,  handling,  and 
loading  aboard  ship  at  the  bulk  terminal  at 
the  rates  established  by  the  Puerto  Rico 
Public  Service  Commission  and  in  effect  at 
the  time  the  sugar  is  delivered  to  the  bulk 
sugar  terminal  facility; 

(3)  Ocean  freight; 

(4)  Unloading  at  destination; 

(5)  Freight  demurrage  resulting  from 
causes  beyond  the  control  of  the  shipper; 
and 

(6)  An  allowance  of  7.0  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  of  96°  raw  sugar,  in  lieu  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  expenses; 

(1)  Reclaiming,  weighing,  and  loading  at 
mill  or  where  stored; 

(ii)  Shore  risk,  marine  and  war  risk  In¬ 
surance; 

(Hi)  Brokerage  or  commission  and  ex¬ 
change; 

(iv)  Weighing,  testing,  and  sampling  at 
destination; 

(v)  All  other  expenses  not  itemized  herein. 
When  any  of  the  necessary  services  in¬ 
cluded  in  items  (1),  (3),  (4),  or  (5)  above 
are  furnished  by  the  processor,  costs  incurred 
may  include  for  each  of  the  services 
rendered : 

(1)  Direct  and  immediate  supervisory 
labor; 

(2)  Maintenance  labor  and  supplies  re¬ 
quired  for  the  facilities  used; 

(3)  Taxes  and  insurance  assessed  or 
charged  to  the  processor  on  such  labor  and 
a  proportionate  share  of  retirement  and  pen¬ 
sion,  bonuses,  and  vacation  expenses  properly 
allocable  to  such  labor; 

(4)  Direct  supplies;  and 

(5)  Depreciation  (at  rates  allowed  by  the 
taxing  authority) ,  property  taxes,  and  prop¬ 
erty  insurance  on  the  facilities  used. 

Administrative  expenses  and  interest  shall 
be  excludedjrom  the  computation  of  costs. 
In  the  event  that  facilities  used  in  providing 
the  necessary  services  are  also  used  for  other 
purposes  by  the  processor,  only  that  portion 
of  the  maintenance,  depreciation,  property 
taxes,  and  property  insurance  of  such  facil¬ 
ities  properly  apportionable  to  the  necessary 
service  shall  be  allowed. 

The  Director  of  the  Area  Office  may  permit 
the  use  of  the  lowest  rate  charged  by  a 
public  utility  or  carrier  for  comparable  serv¬ 
ice  in  lieu  of  the  costs  Incurred  by  the 
processor  in  furnishing  the  necessary  service 
in  the  event  that  the  costs  incurred  there¬ 
for  cannot  be  accurately  determined. 
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In  determining  the  f.o.b.  mill  price  of  raw 
sugar  sold  or  processed  in  Puerto  Rico,  equiv¬ 
alent  selling  and  delivery  expenses  as  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  the  Area  Office, 
may  be  allowed  in  lieu  of  expenses  actually 
incurred. 

The  statement  as  required  by  paragraph 
(g)(2)  of  the  determination  shall  include 
the  following  certification: 

Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  deductions  set 
forth  herein  are  properly  chargeable  as  sell¬ 
ing  and  delivery  expenses  for  sugar  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  determination  of  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  prices  for  the  1960-61  crop  of  Puerto 
Rican  sugarcane. 

Schedule  C — Admissible  Deductions  for 
Selling  and  Delivery  Expenses  for  Molasses 

Admissible  deductions  for  selling  and  de¬ 
livery  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
molasses  payment  provided  in  paragraph  (c) 
of  the  1960-61  price  determination  are  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  sum  of  the  following  expenses 
actually  incurred  at  each  mill  operated  by  a 
processor,  net  of  any  receipts  which  reduce 
such  expenses; 

(1)  Operation  of  pumps  to  deliver  molas¬ 
ses  from  mill  tank  to  shipside  or  other  deliv¬ 
ery  point; 

(2)  Freight  from  mill  tank  to  shipside  (or 
to  local  buyers  when  such  molasses  is  sold 
on  a  delivered  price  basis) ; 

(3)  Operation  of  tank  barges,  tugs,  or 
other  marine  equipment  used  in  delivering 
molasses  to  shipside; 

(4)  Weighing  and  testing; 

(5)  Wharfage; 

(6)  Shore  risk  insurance  (limited  in  cov¬ 
erage  from  mill  to  shipside); 

(7)  Freight  demurrage  resulting  from 
causes  beyond  the  control  of  the  shipper; 

*(8)  Brokerage  paid  to  a  bona  fide  broker. 

When  any  of  the  necessary  services  in¬ 
cluded  in  items  (1)  through  (8)  above  are 
furnished  by  the  processor,  costs  incurred 
may  include  for  each  of  the  services 
rendered : 

(1)  Direct  and  immediate  supervisory 
labor; 

(2)  Maintenance  labor  and  supplies  re¬ 
quired  for  the  facilities  used; 

(3)  Taxes  and  insurance  assessed  or 
charged  to  the  processor  on  such  labor  and 
a  proportionate  share  of  retirement  and 
pensions,  bonuses  and  vacation  expenses 
properly  allocable  to  such  labor; 

(4)  Fuel,  energy  or  direct  supplies;  and 

(5)  Depreciation  (at  rates  allowed  by  the 
taxing  authorities),  property  taxes  and 
property  insurance  on  the  facilities  used. 

Administrative  expenses  and  interest  shall 
be  excluded  from  the  computation  of  costs. 
In  the  event  that  facilities  used  in  providing 
the  necessary  services  are  also  used  for  other 
purposes  by  the  processor,  only  that  portion 
of  the  maintenance,  depreciation,  property 
taxes,  and  property  insurance  of  such 
facilities,  properly  apportionable  to  the 
necessary  service,  shall  be  allowed. 

The  Director  of  the  Area  office,  may  permit 
the  use  of  the  lowest  rate  charged  by  a  public 
utility  or  carrier  for  comparable  service  in 
lieu  of  the  cost  incurred  by  the  processor  in 
furnishing  the  necessary  service  in  the  event 
that  the  costs  incurred  therefor  cannot  be 
accurately  determined. 

The  statement  as  required  by  paragraph 
(g)(2)  of  the  determination  shall  include  the 
following  certification: 

Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  deductions  set 
forth  herein  are  properly  chargeable  as  sell¬ 
ing  and  delivery  expenses  for  molasses  in 
accordance  with  the  determination  of  fair 
and  reasonable  prices  for  the  1960-61  crop  of 
Puerto  Rican  sugarcane. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3456;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:51  a.m.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders)  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Milk  Order  47] 

PART  947— MILK  IN  THE  SUBURBAN 
ST.  LOUIS  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Amending  Order 

§  947.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  all  of  said  previous  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  are  hereby  ratified  and 
affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon 
certain  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Suburban  St.  Louis  market¬ 
ing  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby 
amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the 
order  as  hereby  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest; 

( 3 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  spec¬ 
ified  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  public  interest  to  make  this 
order  amending  the  order  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Any  delay  beyond  that  date  would  tend 
to  disrupt  the  orderly  marketing  of  milk 
in  the  marketing  area. 

The  provisions  of  the  said  order  are 
known  to  handlers.  The  recommended 
decision  of  the  Deputy  Administrator  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  was 
issued  March  9,  1961,  and  the  decision  of 
the  Secretary  containing  all  amendment 
provisions  of  this  order,  was  issued 
March  29,  1961.  The  changes  effected 
by  this  order  will  not  require  extensive 


preparation  or  substantial  alteration  in 
method  of  operation  for  handlers,  in 
view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  hereby  found 
and  determined  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  order  amending  the 
order  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  that  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  to  delay 
the  effective  date  of  this  order  for  30  days 
after  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  4(c),  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
5  U.S.C.  1001-1011) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  handlers 
(excluding  cooperative  associations  spec¬ 
ified  in  section  8c  (9)  of  the  Act)  of 
more  than  50  percent  of  the  milk,  which 
is  marketed  within  the  marketing  area, 
to  sign  a  proposed  marketing  agreement! 
tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation  of  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order, 
amending  the  order,  is  the  only  practical 
means  pursuant  to  the  declared  policy 

of  the  Act  of  advancing  the  interests  » 
of  producers  as  defined  in  the  order 
as  herein  amended;  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers  who 
during  the  determined  representative 
period  were  engaged  in  the  production 
of  milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing  area. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Suburban  St.  Louis  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  and  the  aforesaid  order  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  947.43(c)  by  inserting  at 
the  beginning  thereof  the  phrase:  “Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section”. 

2.  Amend  §  947.43(d)  by  inserting  at 
the  beginning  there  the  phrase:  “Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section”. 

3.  Amend  §  947.43  by  adding  a  para¬ 
graph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

(e)  As  Class  I  milk  if  moved  to  a  non¬ 
pool  plant  in  the  form  of  cream  unless 
the  handler : 

(1)  Claims  classification  as  Class  n 
milk; 

(2)  Establishes  that  (i)  such  cream 
was  transferred  without  Grade  A  certi¬ 
fication,  (ii)  each  container  was  tagged 
or  labeled  to  show  that  the  contents  was 
for  manufacturing  use  only,  and  (iii) 
the  shipment  was  invoiced  accordingly; 
and 

(3)  Affords  the  market  administrator 
at  least  24  hours  prior  notice  so  that  he 
may  verify  such  shipment. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  12, 
1961,  to  be  effective  on  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

John  P.  Duncan,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary. 

| F.R.  Doc.  61-3435;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


3273 


Tuesday ,  April  18,  1961 


Title  12— BANKS  AND  BANKING 

Chapter  V — Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board 

[No.  14491] 

SUBCHAPTER  C— FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

PART  541—  DEFINITIONS 
PART  545— OPERATIONS 
Loans  on  Other  Improved  Real  Estate 

April  13,  1961. 

Resolved  that  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board,  upon  the  basis  of  consid¬ 
eration  by  it  of  the  advisability  of  lib¬ 
eralizing  §  545.6-3  of  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CFR  545.6-3)  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  permitting  Federal  associations 
to  make  loans  to  purchase  developed 
building  lots  and  sites  under  specified 
circumstances,  upon  the  basis  of  consid¬ 
eration  by  it  of  the  advisability  of 
amending  §  541.12  of  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  System  (12  CFR  541.12)  so  as 
to  include  in  the  definition  of  “other  im¬ 
proved  real  estate”  such  developed  build¬ 
ing  lots  and  sites,  upon  the  basis  of  con¬ 
sideration  by  it  of  the  advisability  of 
amending  §  545.6-l(b)  (1)  and  (2)  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  for  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  System  (12  CFR 
545.6-1  (b)  (1),  (2))  for  the  purpose  of 
making  conforming  changes  to  said  sec¬ 
tion  in  the  light  of  the  amendment  of  the 
definition  of  “other  improved  real  es¬ 
tate”,  and  for  the  purpose  of  effecting 
such  amendments,  as  aforesaid,  hereby 
amends  §§  541.12,  545.6-1  (b)  (1)  and 

(2)  and  545.6-3  (12  CFR  541.12,  545.6-1 
(b)  (1)  and  (2)  and  545.6-3)  effective 
April  18,  1961,  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  section  541.12  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  541.12  Other  improved  real  estate. 

The  term  “other  improved  real  estate” 
means  either: 

(a)  Real  estate  other  than  a  home  or 
combination  home  and  business  property 
which,  because  of  its  state  of  improve¬ 
ment,  produces  sufficient  income  to 
maintain  the  property  and  retire  the 
loan  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
thereof,  or 

(b)  Building  lots  or  sites  which,  by 
reason  of  installations  and  improvements 
that  have  been  completed  in  keeping 
with  applicable  governmental  require¬ 
ments  and  with  general  practice  in  the 
community,  are  building  lots  or  sites 
ready  for  the  construction  on  each  such 
building  lot  or  site  of  a  structure  de¬ 
signed  for  residential  use  for  one  family. 

§  545.6—1  [Amendment] 

2.  Amend  that  portion  of  §  545.6-1  (b) 
(1)  preceding  subdivisions  (i)  through 
(vi)  of  said  section,  to  read  as  follows: 

(1)  Monthly  installment  loans.  Sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitations  of  §  545.6-7,  in¬ 
stallment  loans  may  be  made  on  other 
improved  real  estate  as  defined  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  §  541.12  for  an  amount  not 
in  excess  of  50  percent  of  the  value 
thereof,  repayable  monthly  within  25 


years  or,  if  an  insured  or  guaranteed 
loan,  within  the  period  acceptable  to  the 
insuring  or  guaranteeing  agency:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That,  when  the  members  of  such 
an  association  have  authorized  loans  to 
be  made  upon  such  security  for  an 
amount  exceeding  50  percent  of  the 
value,  such  loans  may  be  made  up  to  the 
percentage  of  value  authorized  by  the 
members  but  not  in  excess  of : 

3.  Amend  §  545.6-1  (b)  (2)  to  read  as 
follows: 

(2)  Other  loans.  Loans  of  any  type 
that  such  an  association  may  make  on 
a  monthly  installment  basis  on  other  im¬ 
proved  real  estate  as  defined  in  para¬ 
graph  (aV  of  §  541.12  may  also  be  made 
upon  any  other  plan  of  repayment:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That,  except  for  insured  or  guar¬ 
anteed  loans,  interest  shall  be  payable  at 
least  semiannually  and  any  such  loan 
may  be  made  for  an  amount  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  50  percent  of  the  value  and  for  a 
term  of  not  more  than  5  years:  And 
provided  further,  That,  if  the  members 
have  authorized  loans  to  be  made  without 
full  amortization  up  to  such  higher  per¬ 
centage  of  the  value  of  other  improved 
real  estate  used  primarily  for  residential 
purposes,  such  loans  may  be  made  for  an 
amount  not  in  excess  of  60  percent  of  the 
value  thereof  and  for  a  term  of  not  more 
than  3  years. 

4.  Amend  §  545.6-3  to  read  as  follows: 

§  545.6—3  Lending  powers  under  other 
charter  provisions. 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  any  Federal 
association  that  has  amended  Charter 
K  by  the  addition  thereto  of  §  14.1  and 
any  Federal  association  which  has  a 
charter  in  any  other  form  not  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  provisions  of  §§  545.6  to 
545.6-13,  may  upon  authorization  by  its 
board  of  directors  and  without  further 
action  by  its  members,  make  the  follow¬ 
ing  types  of  loans  and  the  use  by  any 
such  association  of  the  applicable  loan 
plans,  practices,  procedures,  and  maxi¬ 
mum  lending  percentages  is  hereby  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Board: 

(a)  General.  Any  loan  that  a  Federal 
association  which  has  Charter  K  may 
make  under  §  545.6-1; 

(b)  Guaranteed  loans.  Any  guaran¬ 
teed  loan  on  the  security  of  a  lien  other 
than  a  first  lien  on  real  estate :  Provided, 
At  least  20  percent  of  the  loan  is  guar¬ 
anteed;  and 

(c)  Loans  to  finance  purchase  of  de¬ 
veloped  building  lots  and  sites.  Subject 
to  the  limitations  of  §  545.6-7,  a  Federal 
association  which  has  a  charter  in  the 
form  of  Charter  N  or  Charter  K  (rev.) 
without  any  variation  or  amendment  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  either 
paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  §  544.1  may, 
upon  authorization  by  such  association’s 
board  of  directors  and  without  further 
action  by  its  members,  make  loans  to 
builders  of  homes  on  the  security  of  first 
liens  on  other  improved  real  estate  as 
defined  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  541.12  for 
the  purpose  of  financing  the  purchase 
of  such  real  estate  by  such  builders: 
Provided,  That 

(1)  No  such  loan  shall  be  made  to  any 
person,  partnership,  corporation,  or  syn¬ 


dicate,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  appli¬ 
cant,  unless  and  until  such  Federal 
association  has  obtained  from  the  ap¬ 
plicant  a  signed  statement  by  him  show¬ 
ing  his  financial  condition  and  has 
obtained  a  written  report  on  his  credit 
standing  and  evidence  of  his  ability  to 
undertake  and  to  discharge  all  of  the 
obligations  involved  in  the  loan;  nor 
shall  any  such  loan  be  made  unless  and 
until  the  association  has  obtained  from 
the  applicant  a  statement  signed  by  him 
stating  the  purchase  price  of  the  secu¬ 
rity  on  which  the  loan  is  sought  and 
representing  to  such  association  that,  if 
such  loan  is  made,  the  applicant  will, 
within  a  period  of  not  more  than  6 
months  from  the  date  of  the  security  in¬ 
strument,  commence  construction  of 
structures  designed  for  residential  use 
for  one  family  on  a  specified  number  of 
the  building  lots  or  sites  on  the  security 
of  which  the  loan  is  sought,  which  num¬ 
ber  shall  be  stated  in  such  representa¬ 
tion,  and  that  within  a  period  of  not 
more  than  3  years  from  the  date  of  the 
security  instrument  the  applicant  will 
build  to  completion  structures  designed 
for  residential  use  for  one  family  on  all 
of  the  lots  or  sites  which  are  security 
for  such  loan; 

(2)  No  such  loan  shall  be  made  in  an 
amount  equal  to  more  than  70  percent 
of  the  appraised  value  of  the  real  estate 
security  therefor  as  determined  by  such 
Federal  association  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  545.6-9  at  the  time 
the  loan  is  made,  which  appraised  valu¬ 
ation  shall  separately  state  the  value  of 
each  building  lot  or  site  constituting  the 
security  for  the  loan; 

(3)  Each  such  loan  shall  be  repayable 
within  a  period  not  to  exceed  3  years 
from  the  date  of  the  security  instru¬ 
ment,  with  or  without  amortization  of 
principal  prior  to  the  expiration  of  such 
period  but  with  interest  payable  at  least 
semiannually  commencing  not  more 
than  12  months  after  the  date  of  the 
security  instrument; 

(4)  No  such  loan  shall  be  made  if  the 
aggregate  amount  of  such  loan  and  of 
the  unpaid  balances  of  all  outstanding 
loans  made  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  paragraph  (c)  exceeds  5  percent 
of  such  Federal  association’s  assets ;  and 
no  such  loan  shall  be  made  to  any  appli¬ 
cant  if  the  aggregate  amount  of  such 
loan  and  of  the  unpaid  balances  of  all 
outstanding  loans  made  to  such  appli¬ 
cant  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  (c),  including  the  balances 
of  all  outstanding  loans  made  under 
this  paragraph  (c)  to  any  partnership, 
corporation,  or  syndicate  of  which  any 
partner,  stockholder,  owner,  participant, 
or  officer  is  the  applicant  or  is  a  partner, 
stockholder,  owner,  participant  or  offi¬ 
cer  of  the  applicant,  exceeds  one  percent 
of  such  Federal  association’s  assets; 

(5)  No  such  loan  shall  be  made  on  the 
security  of  real  estate  located  beyond 
such  Federal  association’s  regular  lend¬ 
ing  area;  and 

(6)  No  lot  or  site  may  be  released 
from  the  security  for  any  such  loan  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  ratio  of  the  unpaid 
balance  of  the  loan  to  the  appraised 
value,  as  determined  at  the  time  the 
loan  was  made,  of  the  security  remain¬ 
ing  after  such  release  is  no  greater  than 
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the  ratio  of  the  original  amount  of  the 
loan  to  the  appraised  value  of  the  total 
security  as  determined  at  the  time  the 
loan  was  made. 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  12  U.S.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  P.R. 
4981,  3  CFR,  1947  Supp.) 

Resolved,  further  that,  as  said  liberal¬ 
izing  amendments  relieve  restriction, 
and  the  conforming  amendments  in¬ 
volve  no  substantive  change,  the  Board 
hereby  finds  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  thereon  are  unnecessary  under 
the  provisions  of  §  508.12  of  the  General 
Regulations  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  (12  CFR  508.12)  or  section 
4(a)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  and  for  the  same  cause,  deferment 
of  the  effective  date  thereof  is  not  re¬ 
quired  under  section  4(c)  of  said  Act. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3458;  Piled,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:52  a.m.] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

(Reg.  Docket  No.  323;  Amdt.  1-5] 

PART  1— CERTIFICATION,  IDENTIFI¬ 
CATION,  AND  MARKING  OF  AIR¬ 
CRAFT  AND  RELATED  PRODUCTS 

Location  and  Size  of  Aircraft  Na¬ 
tionality  and  Registration  Marks 

Civil  Air  Regulations  Amendment  1-4 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  6,  1961  (26  F.R.  92),  amended 
§  1.103(a)  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations. 
This  section  prescribed  standards  for  the 
display  of  identification  marks  for  fixed- 
wing  aircraft.  Section  1.103(b)(2),  by 
reference,  made  the  same  standards, 
where  appropriate,  applicable  to  rotor- 
craft.  The  effect  of  Amendment  1-4  was 
to  delete  unintentionally  certain  rotor- 
craft  marking  requirements. 

It  was  not  intended  that  Amendment 
1-4  eliminate  standards  prescribing  the 
size  of  rotorcraft  identification  marks. 
Accordingly,  §  1.103(b)(2)  is  now  being 
amended  to  reincorporate  therein  such 
standards.  In  doing  so,  this  amend¬ 
ment  removes  the  requirement  that  at 
least  a  2-inch  margin  be  provided  along 
each  edge.  The  margin  requirement  as 
a  practical  matter  was  applicable  only 
to  the  vertical  tail  on  fixed-wing  aircraft 
and  hence  inappropriate  for  rotorcraft. 

As  this  amendment  must  become  ef¬ 
fective  as  soon  as  possible  to  insure  the 
continuation  of  proper  identification  of 
rotorcraft,  compliance  with  the  notice 
and  public  procedure  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  upon  the  date 
of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  1.103(b)  (2)  of  Part  1  of  the  Civil 
Air  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  1,  as 


amended)  is  hereby  amended  as  follows 
effective  April  18,  1961: 

§  1.103  Measurement  of  identification 
marks. 

***** 

(b)  Rotorcraft.  *  *  * 

(2)  Fuselage  or  cabin  side  surfaces. 
The  identification  marks  shall  be  as 
large  as  practicable,  except  that  this 
rule  shall  not  be  interpreted  as  requiring 
the  use  of  marks  exceeding  6  inches  in 
height  or  permitting  the  use  of  marks 
smaller  than  2  inches  in  height.  The 
letters  and  numbers  of  each  separate 
group  of  identification  marks  shall  be 
of  equal  height. 

(Secs.  307(c),  313(a),  601;  72  Stat.  749,  752, 
775;  49  U.S.C.  1348(C),  1354(a),  1421) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
12,  1961. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-3406;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E— AIR  NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  60-NY-59] 

PART  600 — DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

PART  601—  DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 
POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 
SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

PART  6  0  2  —  ESTABLISHMENT  OF 
CODED  JET  ROUTES  AND  NAVI¬ 
GATIONAL  AIDS  IN  THE  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA 

Modification  of  Federal  Airway, 
Coded  Jet  Route  and  Reporting 
Point 

On  July  27,  1960,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (25  F.R.  7106)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed 
to  modify  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  46 
and  VOR/VORTAC  jet  route  No.  62  be¬ 
tween  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Nantucket, 
Mass.,  and  the  Newport,  R.I.,  domestic 
VOR  reporting  point. 

Since  this  action  involves  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  navigable  airspace  outside  of  the 
United  States,  the  Administrator  has 
consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  10854. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendment. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice, 
the  following  actions  are  taken; 


1.  Section  600.6046  (14  CFR  600.6046) 
is  amended  to  read: 

§  600.6046  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  46 
(New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Nantucket 
Mass.). 

From  the  INT  of  the  Riverhead,  N.Y 
VORTAC  264°  and  the  Wilton,  Conn’ 

VOR  195°  radials  via  the  Riverhead 
VORTAC;  Hampton,  N.Y.,  VOR,  includ¬ 
ing  a  S  alternate  via  the  INT  of  the 
Riverhead  VORTAC  119°  and  the  Hamp¬ 
ton  VOR  223°  radials;  INT  of  the  Hamp¬ 
ton  VOR  079°  and  the  Nantucket,  Mass. 

VOR  257°  radials  to  the  Nantucket  VOR. 

The  portions  of  this  airway  which  coin¬ 
cide  with  R-4105  and  R-5205  shall  be 
used  only  after  obtaining  prior  approval 
from  appropriate  authority. 

2.  Section  602.562  (14  CFR  602.562)  is 
amended  to  read; 

§  602.562  VOR/VORTAC  jet  route  No. 

62  (New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Nantucket 
Mass.). 

From  the  Idlewild,  N.Y.,  VORTAC  via 
the  INT  of  the  Idlewild  VORTAC  075°, 
the  Albany,  N.Y.,  VORTAC  149°  and  the  ' 
Nantucket,  Mass.,  VOR  259°  radials  to 
the  Nantucket  VOR. 

§  601.7001  [Amendment] 

3.  In  the  text  of  §  601.7001  (14  CFR 
601.7001,  26  F.R.  1093)  Newport  Inter¬ 
section  is  amended  to  read: 

Newport  INT:  INT  of  the  Norwich,  Conn., 
VORTAC  127°  and  the  Nantucket,  Mass., 

VOR  257°  radials. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.  June  1,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a)  and  1110,  72  Stat.  749  and  800; 

49  U.S.C.  1348  and  1510,  and  E.O.  10854, 

24  F.R.  9565) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
10,  1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3411;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  61-WA-33] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 
POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 
SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

Alteration  of  Control  Area  Extensions 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
§§  601.1266  and  601.1178  is  to  redescribe 
the  boundaries  of  the  Litchfield,  Mich., 
and  Toledo,  Ohio,  control  area  ex¬ 
tensions. 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  98  is  used 
to  describe  the  northwest  boundary  of 
the  Toledo  control  area  extension  and 
the  southeast  boundary  of  the  Litchfield 
control  area  extension.  This  airway  is 
being  revoked,  effective  May  4,  1961  (26 
F.R.  2220).  Therefore,  it  is  necessary 
to  redescribe  these  boundaries  by  refer¬ 
ence  to  geographical  coordinates.  Such 
actions  are  taken  herein.  The  altera¬ 
tions  in  the  descriptions  of  these  control 
area  extensions  will  not  change  the 
existing  airspace  allocation. 
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Since  these  amendments  are  editorial 
in  nature  and  impose  no  additional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary,  and 
they  may  be  made  effective  in  less  than 

30  days.  r  ..  ' 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) , 
the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  Section  601.1266  (14  CFR  601.1266) 
is  amended  to  read : 

8  601.1266  Control  area  extension 
(Litchfield,  Mich.). 

Within  a  15-mile  radius  of  the  Litch¬ 
field,  Mich.,  VORTAC  and  the  airspace 
SE  of  the  VORTAC  bounded  on  the  N  by 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  10,  on  the  NE 
by  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  47,  on  the  SE 
by  a  line  connecting  latitude  41°52'00" 
N.,  longitude  83° 54 '00”  W.,  and  latitude 
41o46'30”  N.,  longitude  84°04'00”  W., 
and  on  the  SW  by  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  30. 

2.  Section  601.1178  (25  F.R.  5179)  is 
amended  to  read : 

§  601.1178  Control  area  extension 
(Toledo,  Ohio). 

The  airspace  surrounding  the  Toledo 
Express  Airport  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  latitude  41°21'45”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  84°25'45”  W.;  thence  NE  to  lati¬ 
tude  41°51'30”  N.,  longitude  83°37'15” 
W.;  thence  SE  to  latitude  41°45'30”  N., 
longitude  83°19'45”  W.;  thence  SE  to 
latitude  41°39'30”  N.,  longitude  83°15'- 
15”  W.;  thence  S  to  latitude  41°30'00” 
N.,  longitude  83°15T5”  W.;  thence  W 
to  latitude  41°31'40”  N.,  longitude 

83°42'35”  W.;  thence  S  to  latitude 
41°16'30”  N.,  longitude  83°46'40”  W.; 
thence  W  to  point  of  beginning. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  upon  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 

10, 1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-3408;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-WA-38] 

PART  601 — DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 
POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 
SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  601.2028  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  to  alter  the  description 
of  the  El  Paso,  Tex.,  control  zone. 

The  description  of  the  eastern  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  El  Paso  control  zone  is  based 
in  part  on  the  Rio,  Tex.,  fan  marker. 
The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposes 
to  decommission  this  navigational  fa¬ 
cility.  Therefore,  action  is  taken  herein 


to  redescribe  this  portion  of  the  control 
zone  and  terminate  the  extension  at  the 
Rio  radio  beacon  which  is  at  the  same 
geographical  location  as  the  fan  marker. 

Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature  and  will  not  assign  or  reassign 
the  use  of  navigable  airspace,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary, 
and  it  may  be  made  effective  on  publi¬ 
cation. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) 

§  601.2028  (14  CFR  601.2028)  is  amended 
as  follows:  In  the  text  “Rio  FM”  is 
deleted  and  “Rio  RBN”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 

10, 1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3409;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-LA-68] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

PART  601—  DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 

POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 

SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airway  and 
Associated  Control  Areas 

On  December  24,  1960,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (25  F.R.  13725) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  extend  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  4  and  its  associated  control  areas 
from  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Neah  Bay,  Wash. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice, 
the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  600.6004  (14  CFR  600.6004,  25 
F.R.  2009,  2883,  5329,  8483,  3755,  4857, 
12933;  26  F.R.  2220)  the  following 
changes  are  made: 

(a)  In  the  caption  “Seattle,  Wash.,” 
is  deleted  and  “Neah  Bay,  Wash.”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

(b)  In  the  text  “From  Seattle,  Wash., 
omnirange  station  via  the  Yakima, 
Wash.,  omnirange  station,”  is  deleted 
and  “That  airspace  over  United  States 
territory  from  the  Neah  Bay,  Wash.,  RR 
via  the  Port  Angeles,  Wash.,  VOR ;  INT 
of  the  Port  Angeles  090°  and  the  Seattle, 


Wash.,  VORTAC  322°  radials;  Seattle 
VORTAC;  Yakima,  Wash.,  VOR,”  is 
substituted  therefor;  and  “radials.  The 
portion  of  this  airway  which  lies  within 
the  geographical  limits  of,  and  between 
the  designated  altitudes  of,  the  Yakima, 
Wash.,  Restricted  Area  is  excluded  dur¬ 
ing  this  restricted  area’s  time  of  desig¬ 
nation.”  is  deleted  and  “radials,  exclud¬ 
ing  the  portions  of  this  airway  which 
coincide  with  R-6705  and  Rr-6714.”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

2.  In  the  caption  of  §  601.6004  (14 
CFR  601.6004,  25  F.R.  12933)  “Seattle, 
Wash.,”  is  deleted  and  “Neah  Bay, 
Wash.,”  is  substituted  therefor. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.,  June  1,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
10,  1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3410;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-WA-89] 

PART  6  0  2  —  ESTABLISHMENT  OF 
CODED  JET  ROUTES  AND  NAVIGA¬ 
TIONAL  AIDS  IN  THE  CONTINENTAL 
CONTROL  AREA 
Alteration  of  Coded  Jet  Route 

On  August  31,  1960,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (25  F.R.  8331)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  revoke  the  segment  of  VOR/ 
VORTAC  jet  route  No.  30  between  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  and  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  On 
February  8,  1961,  a  supplemental  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (26  F.R.  1131) 
proposing  the  realignment  of  J-30-V 
from  Denver  to  Sioux  Falls  via  the 
O’Neill,  Nebr.,  VORTAC. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendment. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rule  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  sup¬ 
plemental  notice,  §  602.530  (14  CFR 
602.530,  26  F.R.  2223)  is  amended  as 
follows:  In  the  text  “North  Platte,  Nebr., 
VOR;”  is  deleted  and  “O’Neill,  Nebr., 
VORTAC”  is  substituted  therefor. 


This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001  e.s.t.,  June  1,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 

10, 1961. 


D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 


[F.R.  Doc.  61-3407;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

PART  230— GENERAL  RULES  AND 

REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  ACT  OF 
1933 

Filing  of  Amendments  to  Registration 
Statements 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  has  amended  §  230.472  (Rule  472) 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  which 
relates  to  the  filing  of  amendments  to 
registration  statements  filed  under  the 
Act.  The  amended  section  requires  that 
every  amendment  to  a  registration  state¬ 
ment  shall  be  accompanied  by  two  ad¬ 
ditional  copies  of  the  amendment  marked 
to  indicate  clearly  and  precisely  the 
changes  effected  in  the  registration 
statement  by  the  amendment.  If  the 
amendment  alters  the  text  of  the  pro¬ 
spectus  or  other  material  previously  filed 
as  a  part  of  the  registration  statement, 
the  changes  must  be  indicated  by  under¬ 
scoring  or  in  some  other  appropriate 
manner. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
avoid  the  necessity  for  the  staff,  in  re¬ 
viewing  the  amendment,  to  reread  the 
entire  prospectus  or  other  document 
where  only  a  portion  of  the  material  has 
been  altered.  The  amendment  to  the 
rule  is  in  line  with  the  present  admin¬ 
istrative  practice  of  requesting  regis¬ 
trants  to  indicate  the  changes  ef¬ 
fected  by  amendments  to  registration 
statements. 

Because  of  the  backlog  of  pending 
registration  statements  and  the  conse¬ 
quent  necessity  of  expediting  their  ex¬ 
amination  in  every  practicable  way,  the 
section  has  been  amended  without 
inviting  public  comments  thereon.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Commission  will  consider  any 
comments  which  interested  persons  may 
wish  to  make  in  regard  to  the  amended 
section  and,  should  it  appear  desirable, 
will  make  such  further  changes  in  the 
section  as  may  appear  to  be  necessary 
as  a  result  of  such  comments  or  other¬ 
wise. 

The  text  of  the  amendment  follows. 

Section  230.472  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (d)  reading: 

(d)  In  addition’  to  the  copies  of 
amendments,  prospectuses  and  financial 
statements  required  by  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section,  there  shall  also 
be  filed  two  copies  of  every  amendment 
marked  to  indicate  clearly  and  precisely 
the  changes  effected  in  the  registration 
statement  by  such  amendment;  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  if  the  registrant  is  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  registered  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940,  three 
marked  copies  of  the  amendment  shall 
be  iiled.  If  the  amendment  alters  the 
text  of  the  prospectus  or  of  any  item, 
exhibit  or  other  document  previously 
filed  as  a  part  of  the  registration  state¬ 
ment,  the  changes  in  such  text  shall  be 
indicated  by  means  of  underscoring  or  in 
some  other  appropriate  manner. 


(Sec.  6.  48  Stat.  78,  15  U.S.C.  77f,  sec.  7,  48 
Stat.  78,  15  U.S.C.  77g;  sec.  10,  48  Stat.  81, 
as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  77J;  and  sec.  19(a),  48 
Stat.  85,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  77s) 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  fore¬ 
going  amendment  involves  a  matter  of 
practice  or  procedure  and  that  notice  and 
procedure  pursuant  to  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  is  not  required. 
Moreover,  since  it  is  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  the  interest  of  registrants  under 
the  Act  to  expedite  the  examination  of 
registration  statements  filed  under  the 
Act  notice  and  procedure  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  unnecessary.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  also  finds  that  in  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going  the  amendment  may  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  upon  the  publication  thereof. 

Accordingly,  the  foregoing  action 
which  is  taken  pursuant  to  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933,  particularly  sections  6,  7, 
10,  and  19(a)  thereof,  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  April  11,  1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

April  11, 1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3424;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  19— CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.D.  55366] 

PART  16— LIQUIDATION  OF  DUTIES 
Informal,  Mail,  and  Baggage  Entries 

The  Customs  Regulations  now  provide, 
in  §  16.12(c),  that,  when  the  reliquida¬ 
tion  of  an  informal,  mail,  or  baggage 
entry  results  in  a  refund  of  the  full 
amount  of  duties  and  internal-revenue 
taxes  paid,  the  notice  of  refund  shall 
constitute  notice  of  reliquidation,  so  that 
bulletin  notice  of  reliquidation  (§  16.2 
(d))  is  not  required.  It  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that  the  notice  of  refund  will 
properly  serve  as  notice  of  reliquidation 
even  in  cases  where  only  a  partial  re¬ 
fund  is  made.  Therefore,  the  second 
sentence  of  §  16.12(c)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  “No  other  notice  of 
liquidation  shall  be  given  but  notice  of 
reliquidation  of  any  such  entry  .shall  be 
given  on  customs  Form  4333  posted  or 
lodged  in  the  place  and  manner  specified 
in  §  16.2(d)  of  these  regulations  except 
when  a  refund  of  part  or  all  of  the  duties 
and  internal-revenue  taxes  paid  is  due 
the  importer  and  a  notice  of  refund  is 
prepared.” 

(Secs.  505,  514,  624,  46  Stat.  732,  734,  759;  19 
U.S.C.  1505,  1514,  1624) 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  April  11, 1961. 

A.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Tteasury. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-3459;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:52  a.m.] 


Title  26— INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.D.  6558] 

part  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE 
YEARS  BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEM¬ 
BER  31,  1953 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  61-2945,  appearing  at 
page  2781  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  April 
4,  1961,  the  following  corrections  are 
made: 

1.  In  §  1.818-4(f),  the  citation  in  the 
second  sentence  should  read  “section 
818(c)”  instead  of  “section  819(c)(1)”. 

2.  §  1.819— 2(c)  (4)  (ii) ,  the  citation  in 
the  fourth  sentence  should  read  “section 
819(c)(1)”  instead  of  “section  818(c)”. 


[T.D.  6560[ 

|  Reg.  118] 

PART  39— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE 
YEARS  BEGINNING  AFTER  DE¬ 
CEMBER  31,  1951 

Correlation  of  Interest  Where  Over¬ 
payment  of  Tax  Is  Credited  Against 
Underpayment  of  Tax;  Certified 
Mail 

In  order  to  conform  Regulations  118 
(26  CFR  (1939)  Part  39),  relating  to  in¬ 
come  taxes,  to  sections  83  (a)  (2)  and 
(b),  and  section  89(c),  of  the  Technical 
Amendments  Act  of  1958,  such  regula¬ 
tions  are  amended  as  follows: 

Paragraph  1.  Section  39.3770-3775  is 
amended  by  revising  section  3771(b)(1) 
and  the  historical  note  following  section 
3771  to  read  as  follows: 

§  39.3770—3775  Statutory  provisions; 
authority  to  make  abatements, 
credits,  and  refunds;  interest  on 
overpayments;  suits  for  refund;  in¬ 
terest  on  judgments;  refunds  after 
periods  of  limitation ;  credits  after 
periods  of  limitation. 

*  *  *  *  * 

Sec.  3771.  Interest  on  overpayments.  *  *  * 
(b)  Period.  *  *  * 

( 1 )  Credits.  In  the  case  of  a  credit,  from 
the  date  of  the  overpayment  to  the  due  date 
of  the  amount  against  which  the  credit  is 
taken. 

[Sec.  3771  as  amended  by  secs.  124(c),  153 
(d),  172(f)(5),  Rev.  Act  1942;  sec.  4(e), 
Current  Tax  Payment  Act  1943;  sec.  2(b), 
Pub.  Law  201  (78th  Cong.);  sec.  6(b),  Tax 
Adjustment  Act  1945;  sec.  83(b),  Technical 
Amendments  Act  1958  (72  Stat.  1664). 

Under  sec.  83(d),  Technical  Amendments 
Act  1958  (72  Stat.  1664)  the  amendment 
made  by  subsection  (b)  shall  apply  only  in 
respect  of  overpayments  credited  after  De¬ 
cember  31,  1957| 

Par.  2.  Section  39.3790-3795  is 
amended  by  revising  section  3794  and 
by  adding  a  historical  note  following 
section  3794.  Section  3794,  as  revised, 
and  the  historical  note  read  as  follows: 
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Tuesday  t  April  18 f  1961 

8  39.3790-3795  Statutory  provisions; 
*  prohibition  of  administrative  review 
of  Commissioner’s  decisions;  rules 
and  regulations;  expenses  of  detec¬ 
tion  and  punishment  of  frauds; 
penalties  and  forfeitures;  interest  on 
delinquent  taxes;  administration  of 
real  estate  acquired  by  the  United 
States. 

***** 

Sec.  3794.  Interest  on  delinquent  taxes — 

(a)  General  rule.  Notwithstanding  any  pro¬ 
vision  of  law  to  the  contrary,  interest  ac¬ 
cruing  during  any  period  of  time  after 
August  30,  1935,  upon  any  internal-revenue 
tax  (including  amounts  assessed  or  collected 
as  a  part  thereof)  not  paid  when  due,  shall 
be  at  the  rate  of  6  per  centum  per  annum. 

(b)  Interest  not  imposed  on  certain 
underpayments.  If  any  portion  of  any  tax 
due  from  the  taxpayer  under  any  provision 
of  this  title  is  satisfied  by  credit  of  an  over¬ 
payment,  then  no  interest  shall  be  imposed 
on  the  portion  of  the  tax  so  satisfied  for 
any  period  during  which,  if  the  credit  had 
not  been  made,  interest  would  have  been 
allowable  with  respect  to  such  overpayment. 

(Sec.  3794  as  amended  by  sec.  83(a)(2), 
Technical  Amendments  Act  1958  (72  Stat. 


1663).  Under  sec.  83(d),  Technical  Amend¬ 
ments  Act  1958  (72  Stat.  1664)  the  amend¬ 
ment  made  by  subsection  (a)  (2)  shall  apply 
only  in  respect  of  overpayments  credited 
after  December  31,  1957] 

Par.  3.  Immediately  after  §  39.6000-1 
insert  the  following  new  sections: 

§  39.6001  Statutory  provisions;  Techni¬ 
cal  Amendments  Act  of  1958;  use  of 
certified  mail. 

Subsections  (c)  and  (d)  of  section  89 
of  the  Technical  Amendments  Act  of 
1958  (72  Stat.  1666)  provide  as  follows: 

Sec.  89.  Use  of  certified  mail.  *  *  * 

(c)  Provisions  of  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1939.  In  applying  any  provision  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939  which  re¬ 
quires,  or  provides  for,  the  use  of  registered 
mail,  the  reference  to  registered  mail  shall 
be  treated  as  including  a  reference  to  certi¬ 
fied  mail. 

(d)  Effective  date.  This  section  shall 
apply  only  if  .he  mailing  occurs  after  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act. 

§  39.6001—1  Use  of  certified  mail. 

Where  the  regulations  in  this  part  re¬ 
quire,  or  provide  for,  the  use  of  registered 


mail,  the  reference  to  registered  mail 
shall  be  treated  as  including  a  reference 
to  certified  mail  if  the  date  of  mailing 
is  after  September  2,  1958. 

Becaus  this  Treasury  decision  makes 
only  technical  changes,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  it  is  unnecessary  to  issue  this  Treas¬ 
ury  decision  with  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  thereon  under  section  4(a)  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  June  11,  1946,  or  subject  to  the 
effective  date  limitation  of  section  4(c) 
of  that  Act. 

(Secs.  62  and  3791  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1939  (53  Stat.  32,  467;  26  U.S.C.  62, 
3791)) 

[seal]  Mortimer  M.  Caplin, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  April  12,  1961. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury . 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-3460;  Piled,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:52  a.m.] 


\ 

Proposed  Rule  Making 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[14  CFR  Parts  600f  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-NY-l] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Revocation  and  Alteration  of  Federal 
Airways,  Associated  Control  Areas 
and  Reporting  Points 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  Parts  600,  601  and 
§§  600.6020  and  601.6020  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator,  the  substance 
of  which  is  stated  below. 

Low  altitude  Red  Federal  airway  No. 
77  is  designated  from  Richmond,  Va.,  to 
Coles  Point,  Va.,  and  from  Dover,  Del.,  to 
Atlantic  City,  N.J.  Low  altitude  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  20  extends  in  part 
from  South  Boston,  Va.,  to  Flat  Rock, 
Va.  The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  revoking  Red  77.  It  is  the  policy 
of  this  Agency  to  revoke  L/MF  airways 
wherever  adequate  VOR  airways  are 
available,  and  it  appears  that  the  route 
from  Richmond  to  Coles  Point  would  be 
adequately  served  by  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  213  and  a  segment  of  Victor  20 
proposed  herein.  It  also  appears  that 
the  route  from  Dover  to  Atlantic  City 
would  be  adequately  served  by  a  seg¬ 
ment  of  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  44  from 
Kenton,  Del.,  to  Barnegat,  N.J.,  desig¬ 
nated  in  Airspace  Docket  No.  59-NY-58 
which  becomes  effective  on  June  1,  1961 
(25  F.R.  6417,  12287).  Therefore,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  retention  of  this  airway 
is  unjustified  as  an  assignment  of  air¬ 
space.  Accordingly,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  proposes  to  revoke  Red  77, 
its  associated  control  areas  and  report¬ 
ing  points.  Adoption  of  this  proposal 
would  not  necessarily  result  in  discon¬ 
tinuance  of  the  low  frequency  naviga¬ 
tional  aids  associated  with  Red  77.  Any 
proposal  to  discontinue  one  or  more  of 
these  aids  would  be  processed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  current  Agency  procedures. 
These  procedures  afford  interested  per¬ 
sons  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  such 
action. 

Concurrently  with  this  action  it  is 
proposed  to  designate  a  segment  of 
Victor  20  from  the  Richmond  VOR  to  the 
Tappahannock,  Va.,  Intersection  (inter¬ 
section  of  the  Brooke,  Va.,  VORTAC  131° 
and  the  Hopewell,  Va.,  VORTAC  019° 
True  radials) .  This  proposed  segment  of 
Victor  20  in  conjunction  with  low  altitude 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  213  would  serve 
as  a  replacement  route  for  the  segment 
of  Red  77  from  Richmond  to  Coles  Point, 
proposed  for  revocation. 

In  addition,  to  implement  in  part. 
Civil  Air  Regulations,  Part  60,  Air 
Traffic  Rules,  Amendment  60-21  (26  F.R. 
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570),  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is 
considering  designating  the  control  areas 
associated  with  the  proposed  segment  of 
Victor  20  from  the  Richmond  VOR  to  the 
Tappahannock  Intersection  to  extend 
upward  from  1200  feet  above  the  surface 
or  if  appropriate  500  feet  beneath  the 
Instrument  Flight  Rules  minimum  en- 
route  altitude  when  established. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Management  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New 
York  International  Airport,  Jamaica  30, 
N.Y.  All  communications  received  with¬ 
in  forty-five  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Division  Chief, 
or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Divi¬ 
sion,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  presented  during  such  confer¬ 
ences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writing 
in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  order 
to  become  part  of  the  record  for  consid¬ 
eration.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Management  Division 
Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
11,  1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc  61-3416;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.J 


[14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-AN-25] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROL  AREAS 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airway  and  As¬ 
sociated  Control  Areas  Designation 
of  Federal  Airways,  Associated 
Control  Areas  and  Reporting  Points 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Parts  600  and  601  and 
§§  600.6440,  601.6440  and  601.7001  of  the 


regulations  of  the  Administrator,  the 
substance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  440  extends 
from  Yakutat,  Alaska,  to  Skwentna 
Alaska,  and  excludes  the  airspace  below 
2000  feet  MSL  outside  the  United  States. 
The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under 
consideration  extending  this  airway 
southeastward  from  Yakutat  direct  to 
Biorka  Island,  Alaska,  and  designating  a 
south  alternate  to  this  airway  from 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  to  Middleton  Island, 
Alaska.  Extension  of  this  airway  would 
provide  a  route  for  VOR  equipped  air¬ 
craft  operating  between  the  Anchorage 
terminal  area  and  Biorka  Island.  The 
south  alternate  would  provide  a  south 
departure  from  Anchorage  for  high¬ 
speed,  high  rate -of -climb  aircraft  en- 
route  to  Biorka  Island.  The  control 
areas  associated  with  Victor  440  would 
not  include  the  airspace  between  the 
main  airway  and  the  south  alternate. 

It  is  also  proposed  to  designate  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  512  from  Sisters  Is¬ 
land,  Alaska,  via  the  Sisters  Island  VOR 
272°  True  radial  to  intersect  the  pro¬ 
posed  Victor  440.  This  proposed  airway 
together  with  the  proposed  Victor  440 
would  provide  a  route  for  VOR  equipped 
aircraft  operating  between  the  Anchor¬ 
age  terminal  area  and  Sisters  Island. 

Concurrently  with  this  action,  the 
Biorka  Island  VOR  and  the  Sisters  Is¬ 
land  VOR  would  be  designated  as  Do¬ 
mestic  VOR  Reporting  Points. 

If  these  actions  are  taken,  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  440  and  its  associated 
control  areas  would  be  designated  from 
the  Biorka  Island,  Alaska,  VOR  via  the 
Yakutat,  Alaska,  VOR;  Middleton  Is¬ 
land,  Alaska,  VOR;  Whittier,  Alaska, 
Intersection;  Anchorage,  Alaska,  VOR, 
including  a  south  alternate  from  the 
Middleton  Island  VOR  to  the  Anchorage 
VOR  via  the  intersection  of  the  Middle- 
ton  Island  VOR  298°  and  the  Anchorage 
VOR  163°  True  radials;  to  the  Skwentna, 
Alaska,  RR  excluding  the  airspace  be¬ 
tween  the  south  alternate  and  the  main 
airway  and  excluding  the  airspace  below 
2,000  feet  MSL  outside  the  United  States. 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  512  and  asso¬ 
ciated  control  areas  would  be  designated 
from  the  Sisters  Island,  Alaska,  VOR,  to 
the  Harbor  Point,  Alaska,  Intersection 
(intersection  of  the  Yakutat  VOR  139° 
and  the  Sisters  Island  VOR  272°  True 
radials)  excluding  the  airspace  below 
2,000  feet  MSL  outside  the  United  States. 

The  Biorka  Island,  Alaska,  VOR  and 
the  Sisters  Island,  Alaska,  VOR  would 
be  designated  as  Domestic  VOR  Report¬ 
ing  Points. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Management  Field  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  P.O.  Box  440,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska.  All  communications 
received  within  forty -five  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
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Tuesday,  April  18,  1961 

is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Man¬ 
agement  Field  Division  Chief,  or  the 
Chief  Airspace  Utilization  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washington 
25  D  C.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Management  Field 
Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
11,  1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3417;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-HO-12] 

CONTROL  ZONES 
Alteration 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 

409.13) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendement  to  Part  601  and  §  601.- 
1984  of  the  regulations  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  the  substance  of  which  is  stated 
below. 

The  Lihue,  Hawaii,  control  zone  is  des¬ 
ignated  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Lihue 
Airport.  The  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
is  considering  an  alteration  to  this  con¬ 
trol  zone  by  adding  an  extension  based 
on  the  Lihue  VOR  036°  True  radial.  The 
Lihue  control  zone  would  be  redesignated 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Lihue  Airport 
(latitude  21°59'00"  N.,  longitude  159°- 
21'00"  W.)  and  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  Lihue  VOR  036°  True  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  12  miles  northeast  of  the  VOR.  This 
would  provide  protection  to  aircraft 
executing  prescribed  VOR  instrument 
approach  procedures  at  the  Lihue  Air¬ 
port. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Management  Field  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  P.O.  Box  4009, 
Honolulu  12,  Hawaii.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  forty-five  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con- 
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templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be  made 
by  contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Management  Field  Division  Chief,  or  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25, 
D.C.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  B-316,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Management  Field  Division 
Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  April  11, 
1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3415;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.J 


[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-AN-31  ] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Alteration  of  Proposal;  Reopening  of 
Comment  Period 

In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
Airspace  Docket  No.  60-AN-31,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  10,  1961  (26  F.R.  1190) ,  it  was  stated 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Fairbanks,  Alaska, 
control  area  extension  by  revoking  the 
portion  of  the  control  area  extension 
based  on  the  east  course  of  the  Fair¬ 
banks  radio  range;  revoking  the  portion 
of  the  control  area  extension  which  co¬ 
incides  with  a  segment  of  Amber  Federal 
airway  No.  2 ;  adding  an  extension  south¬ 
east  of  Fairbanks;  adding  an  extension 
within  a  50-mile  radius  of  Ladd  AFB 
extending  clockwise  from  the  southwest 
boundary  of  Amber  2,  southeast  of  Fair¬ 
banks  to  the  south  boundary  of  Green  7 ; 
and  adding  an  extension  from  12  miles 
east  to  45  miles  west  of  the  Nenana, 
Alaska,  VOR. 

The  southeast  extension  in  paragraph 
3,  subparagraph  3  of  the  notice  was  in¬ 
correctly  described  and  is  herein  cor¬ 
rected  as  lying  within  9  miles  southwest 
of  and  20  miles  northeast  of  a  line 
bearing  299°  and  119°  True  from  the 
Big  Delta,  Alaska,  radio  range,  extending 
from  12  miles  northwest  to  45  miles 
southeast  of  the  radio  range. 

In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
notice,  the  time  for  public  comment  ex¬ 
pired  45  days  after  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  notice.  Therefore,  in  view  of 
this  revision,  and  in  order  to  provide  all 
interested  persons  a  further  opportunity 
to  submit  additional  written  data,  views 


or  arguments,  the  date  for  filing  such 
material  will  be  extended  to  April  28, 
1961. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 

409.13),  I  hereby  give  notice  that  the 
time  within  which  comments  will  be 
received  for  consideration  on  Airspace 
Docket  No.  60-AN-31  is  extended  to 
April  28,  1961.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  P.O.  Box  440, 
Anchorage,  Alaska. 

Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
11,  1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3412;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-NY-161] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Designation  of  Control  Zone 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 

409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  601  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator,  the  substance 
of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
under  consideration  the  designation  of 
a  control  zone  within  a  5 -mile  radius  of 
the  Lebanon,  N.H.,  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  43°37'35"  N.,  longitude  72°- 
18T0"  W.)  and  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  Lebanon  VOR  231°  True 
radial  extending  from  the  5 -mile  radius 
zone  to  the  VOR. 

This  control  zone  would  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
instrument  approach  procedures  at  the 
Lebanon,  N.H.,  Municipal  Airport. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Management  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building, 
New  York  International  Airport,  Ja¬ 
maica  30,  N.Y.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty-five  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Manage¬ 
ment  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  coihments  received. 
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The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  B-316,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Management  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
11,1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3413;  FUed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-KC-92] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Withdrawal  of  Proposal  To  Alter  Con¬ 
trol  Area  Extension  and  Control 
Zone 

In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
Airspace  Docket  No.  60-KC-92  on  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1961  (26  F.R.  303),  it  was  stated 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  con¬ 
trol  area  extension  and  the  Des  Moines 
control  zone.  Subsequent  to  publication 
of  this  notice,  it  has  been  determined  that 
revisions  of  the  procedures  in  the  Des 
Moines  terminal  area  may  be  required 
by  implementation  of  Amendment 
60-21  to  Civil  Air  Regulations,  Part  60, 
Air  Traffic  Rules.  Considerable  coordi¬ 
nation  will  be  required  for  the  several 
procedures  involved.  Accordingly  the 
proposal  contained  in  Airspace  Docket 


No.  60— KC-92  is  being  withdrawn  and 
a  new  proposal  will  be  initiated  after 
completion  of  coordination  and  resolu¬ 
tion  of  procedural  changes. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
proposal  contained  in  Airspace  Docket 
No.  60-KC-92  is  withdrawn. 

Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  Of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
11,  1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 

Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3414;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION  ' 

[17  CFR  Part  239  1 

FORMS  PRESCRIBED  UNDER  THE 
SECURITIES  ACT  OF  1933 

Registration  Statements 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission  has 
under  consideration  a  proposed  form  for 
registration  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  of  securities  of  certain  real  estate 
companies,  and  a  proposed  §  239.18,  in 
Title  17  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  listing  the  proposed  form  and 
giving  the  rule  for  its  use. 

The  proposed  form,  which  would  be 
designated  Form  S-ll,1  would  be  used 
for  registration  of  securities  issued  by 


1  Form  filed  as  part  of  original  document. 


real  estate  investment  trusts,  as  defined 
in  the  recent  amendments  to  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code,  and  real  estate 
syndicates,  partnerships,  joint  venturers 
and  other  incorporated  or  unincorpo¬ 
rated  issuers  whose  business  is  primarily 
that  of  acquiring  and  holding  real 
estate  or  interests  in  real  estate  for  the 
purpose  of  investment. 

If  adopted,  §  239.18  will  read  as 
follows: 

§  239.18  Form  S-ll,  for  registration 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  of 
securities  of  certain  real  estate  com¬ 
panies. 

This  form  is  to  be  used  for  registra¬ 
tion  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  of 
securities  issued  by  (a)  real  estate  in¬ 
vestment  trusts,  as  defined  in  section  856 
of  Part  II  of  Subchapter  M  of  Chapter 
1  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954, 
and  (b)  real  estate  syndicates,  partner¬ 
ships,  joint  ventures,  or  other  incorpo¬ 
rated  or  unincorporated  issuers,  whose 
business  is  primarily  that  of  acquiring 
and  holding  real  estate  or  interests  in 
real  estate  for  the  purpose  of  investment. 

(Sec.  6,  48  Stat.  78,  15  U.S.C.  77f;  sec.  7, 
48  Stat.  78,  15  U.S.C.  77g;  and  sec.  19(a),  48 
Stat.  85,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  77s) 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
proposed  form  and  section,  in  writing, 
to  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  8,  1961.  All  such  communica¬ 
tions  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

April  10,  1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3425;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


department  of  the  interior 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ALASKA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Land;  Amendment 

April  10,  1961. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  withdrawal  and 
reservation  of  land  for  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency  in  the  Anchorage  Land 
District,  Alaska  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  20,  1959, 
Volume  24,  Number  163,  on  Page  6788. 

The  land  involved  in  the  application 
has  been  redescribed  in  terms  of  aliquot 
description  to  read  as  follows: 

King  Salmon  Area 

T.  17  South,  Range  46  West,  S.M.  (what 
will  be  when  accepted) , 

Sec.  5:  sy2swy4.  sy2Ny2swy4,  swy4sEy4, 
sy2Nwy4sEy4,  wy2SEy4SEy4,  sw%ne% 
SEy4; 

sec.  8:  Nwy4.  wy2NEy4,  wy2E>/2NEy4. 
Containing  490  acres. 

L.  T.  Main, 

Operations  Supervisor,  Anchorage. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3457;  Piled,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:51  a.m.] 


[Order  No.  2854 1 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

LOWER  COLORADO  RIVER  LAND 
USE  OFFICE,  YUMA,  ARIZONA 

Establishment 

April  11,  1961. 

There  is  hereby  established  the  Lower 
Colorado  River  Land  Use  Office,  to  be 
located  at  Yuma,  Arizona.  This  office 
shall  perform  all  work  necessary  to  es¬ 
tablish  and  execute  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  with  respect  to  land  use  and  occu¬ 
pancy  and  related  matters  on  Federal 
lands  bordering  on  the  Lower  Colorado 
River. 

The  Lower  Colorado  River  Land  Use 
Office  shall  be  under  the  direct  supervi¬ 
sion  of  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  who  will  be  responsible  for  its 
operations.  The  office  will  be  organiza¬ 
tionally  assigned  to  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  and  that  bureau  will  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  providing  administrative  services 
support  to  it.  Other  bureaus  and  offices 
will  detail  personnel  to  the  office  on  a 
reimbursable  basis  upon  request. 

The  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
(Colorado  River  Land  Use  Program)  and 
the  head  of  the  Lower  Colorado  River 
Land  Use  Office  are  hereby  delegated  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  to  carry  out 
this  program  subject  to  the  general  limi¬ 
tations  set  forth  in  200  DM  2.1. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3423;  Piled,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Notices 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14039] 

JAMES  A.  BATES,  JR. 

Order  Designating  Matter  for  Hearing 
on  Stated  Issues 

In  the  matter  of  James  A.  Bates,  Jr., 
San  Diego,  California,  Docket  No.  14039 ; 
suspension  of  Amateur  Radio  Operator 
License  (WA6KAM) . 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  request  of  James  A.  Bates, 
Jr.,  4440  Gila,  San  Diego,  California,  for 
a  hearing  in  the  entitled  matter; 

It  appearing,  that  the  licensee  named 
herein,  acting  in  accordance  with  section 
303 (m)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  timely  application  for  hearing 
on  the  Commission’s  Order  released  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1961,  suspending  his  General 
Class  Amateur  Radio  Operator  license 
for  a  period  of  two  months;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  in  view  of 
the  above-named  licensee’s  timely  appli¬ 
cation  for  hearing,  the  effectiveness 
of  the  Commission’s  above-mentioned 
Order  is  held  in  abeyance  until  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  proceedings  in  this  matter; 

It  is  ordered.  This  6th  day  of  April 
1961,  under  the  authority  contained  in 
section  303 (m)  (2)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tion  0.292(f)  of  the  Commission’s  State¬ 
ment  of  Delegations  of  Authority,  that 
the  matter  of  the  suspension  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Class  Amateur  Operator  license  of 
James  A.  Bates,  Jr.,  be  designated  for 
hearing  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  speci¬ 
fied  by  subsequent  order,  upon  the  fol¬ 
lowing  issues: 

1.  Whether  the  licensee  violated 
§  12.158  of  the  Commission’s  rules  on  or 
about  January  3,  1961;  and 

2.  If  the  licensee  committed  such  vio¬ 
lation,  whether  the  facts  or  circum¬ 
stances  in  connection  therewith  warrant 
any  change  in  the  Commission’s  Order 
of  Suspension; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  sent  by  Certified  Mail — 
Return  Receipt  Requested  to  Mr.  James 
A.  Bates,  Jr.,  4440  Gila,  San  Diego, 
California. 

Released:  April  11,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  61-3443;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  13977-13979;  FCC  61M-647] 

BIG  HORN  COUNTY  MUSICASTERS 
ET  AL. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  D.  Gene  Williams 
and  Delbert  Bertholf  d/b  as  Big  Horn 


County  Musicasters,  Hardin,  Montana, 
Docket  No.  13977,  File  No.  BP-13399; 
Elizabeth  H.  Brown,  Kenneth  Nybo, 
Charles  B.  Sande,  Ben  N.  Forbes,  Wey¬ 
mouth  D.  Symmes,  A.  L.  La  Bar,  Rock- 
wood  Brown,  Jr.,  Neal  H.  Brown,  Barbara 
B.  Bixby  and  Keith  Brown,  a  Co-part¬ 
nership  d/b  as  Billings  Broadcasting  Co. 
(KBMY) ,  Billings,  Montana,  Docket  No. 
13978,  File  No.  BP-13470;  KXLO  Broad¬ 
cast,  Inc.  (KXLO) ,  Lewistown,  Montana, 
Docket  No.  13979,  File  No.  BP-14144;  for 
construction  permits. 

As  a  result  of  agreements  reached 
upon  the  record  of  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  held  this  day  in  the  above-entitled 
matter:  It  is  ordered.  This  11th  day  of 
April  1961: 

1.  The  direct  cases  of  the  parties  shall 
be  in  writing. 

2.  Engineering  cases  shall  be  ex¬ 
changed  on  or  before  May  19,  1961. 

3.  Further  prehearing  conference  shall 
be  held  on  May  26,  1961. 

4.  Lay  exhibits  shall  be  exchanged  on 
or  before  June  9,  1961,  on  which  date 
final  engineering  exhibits  shall  also  be 
exchanged. 

5.  The  parties  shall  notify  each  other 
of  witnesses  desired  for  cross-examina¬ 
tion  or  or  before  June  16,  1961. 

6.  The  hearing  now  scheduled  for 
April  21,  1961,  is  hereby  rescheduled  to 
commence  at  10:00  a.m.,  June  26,  1961, 
in  the  Commission’s  offices  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Released:  April  12,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Iseal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3444;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  13688;  FCC  61M-639] 

CENTRAL  WISCONSIN  TELEVISION, 
INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Central  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Television,  Inc.,  Wausau,  Wisconsin, 
Docket  No.  13688,  File  No.  BPCT-2738; 
for  construction  permit  for  new  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Station  (Channel  9) . 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  petition  filed  April  11, 
1961,  on  behalf  of  the  Chief  of  the  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau,  requesting  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding, 
presently  scheduled  to  commence  on 
April  14,  1961,  be  continued  to  May  15, 
1961;  and 

It  appearing  that  necessary  approval 
of  applicant’s  proposed  new  transmitter 
site  by  the  Washington  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  is  still  outstanding; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  counsel  for 
the  applicant  supports  the  request  for 
continuance  and  waives  the  provisions  of 
47  CFR  1.43,  and  that  a  grant  of  the 
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petition  will  conduce  to  the  orderly  dis¬ 
patch  of  the  Commission’s  business; 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  12th 
day  of  April  1961,  that  the  subject  peti¬ 
tion  is  granted,  and  that  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  now  scheduled  to  be 
commenced  on  April  14,  1961,  is  contin¬ 
ued  to  10:00  a.m..  May  15, 1961. 

Released:  April  12,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3445;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  13879-13881;  FCC  61M-652] 

FORT  HAMILTON  BROADCASTING 
CO.  <WMOH)  ET  AL. 

Order  Advancing  Hearing  Date 

In  re  applications  of  The  Fort  Hamil¬ 
ton  Broadcasting  Company  (WMOH), 
Hamilton,  Ohio,  Docket  No.  13879,  File 
No.  BP-12869;  Lafayette  Broadcasting, 
Inc.  (WASK) ,  Lafayette,  Indiana,  Docket 
No.  13880,  File  No.  BP-13252;  Indiana 
Broadcasting  Corporation  (WANE) ,  Fort 
Wayne,  Indiana,  Docket  No.  13881,  File 
No.  BP-13768;  for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  before 
him  a  Motion  to  Continue  Hearing  filed 
jointly  by  the  applicants  on  April  7, 1961; 
and 

It  appearing  that  the  parties  request 
the  continuance  to  afford  the  Commis¬ 
sion  opportunity  to  take  action  on  a 
joint  petition  for  reconsideration  and 
grant  without  hearing;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau  objects  to  grant  of  the  mo¬ 
tion  but  instead  suggests  the  applicants 
be  afforded  a  two-week  extension  of  time 
to  prepare  for  hearing;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  reason 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  withholds  consent 
is  to  perpetuate  the  position  taken  by  its 
counsel  at  conference  on  February  27, 
1961,  that  since  these  applicants  seek  to 
increase  power  of  Class  IV  stations  they 
should,  irrespective  of  whether  there  is 
a  dispute  of  fact,  continue  to  prosecute 
their  applications  through  hearing  rath¬ 
er  than  seek  conventional  Commission 
nonhearing  processing,  citing  Martins- 
burg  Broadcasting  Company  (WEPM) 
(Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  re¬ 
leased  February  17,  1961,  FCC  61-188) ; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  the  in¬ 
stant  matter  no  facts  are  in  dispute;  and 

It  finally  appearing  that  it  is  incon¬ 
ceivable  that  the  Commission  by  the 
precedent  cited  intended  to  distort  the 
hearing  process  into  an  extension  of  its 
assembly  line  and  in  so  doing  compel  ap¬ 
plicants  to  needlessly  waste  time,  effort 
and  money  in  going  through  the  formal¬ 
ity  of  a  hearing  when  there  is  nothing 
to  be  heard. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  12th 
day  of  April  1961,  that  the  Motion  to 
Continue  Hearing  filed  jointly  by  the 
above-captioned  applicants  is  granted; 
and  that  the  hearing  date  now  scheduled 
as  April  12,  1961,  is  advanced  to  June  12, 
1961,  in  order  to  afford  the  Commission 
opportunity  to  pass  on  a  joint  petition 


for  reconsideration  and  grant  without 
hearing  that  will  be  filed  by  the  parties. 

Released:  April  13, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3446;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14003;  FCC  61M-628] 

KORD,  INC. 

Statement  and  Order  After  Prehearing 
Conference,  Including  Reschedul¬ 
ing  of  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  KORD,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  14003,  File  No.  BR-3410 ;  for 
renewal  of  license  of  Station  KORD, 
Pasco,  Washington. 

At  the  prehearing  conference  today, 
among  other  things  the  following  sched¬ 
ule  was  agreed  upon: 

Furnishing  by  applicant  of  proposed 
exhibits  to  Broadcast  Bureau  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner,  by  July  5,  1961. 

Hearing,  Monday,  July  17,  1961,  at 
10  a.m.,  in  Pasco,  Washington  (resched¬ 
uled  from  June  5,  1961). 

So  ordered.  This  10th  day  of  April 
1961. 

Released:  April  11,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3447;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  13991,  13992;  FCC  61M-627J 

BEN  S.  McGLASHAN  (KGFJ)  AND  SUN 
STATE  BROADCASTING  SYSTEM, 
INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing  Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Ben  S.  McGlashan 
(KGFJ),  Los  Angeles,  California,  Docket 
No.  13991,  File  No.  BP-13123;  Sun  State 
Broadcasting  System,  Inc.,  San  Fer¬ 
nando,  California,  Docket  No.  13992,  File 
No.  BP-14056;  for  construction  permits. 

It  is  ordered,  This  10th  day  of  April 
1961,  that  the  prehearing  conference 
heretofore  scheduled  for  April  12,  1961, 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is 
hereby  continued  to  a  new  date  which 
will  be  specified  by  the  presiding  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner. 

Released:  April  11, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3448;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


|  Docket  Nos.  13998,  13999;  FCC  61M-648] 

LORENZO  W.  MILAM  ET  AL. 

Order  Following  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  application  of  Lorenzo  W.  Milam, 
Seattle,  Washington,  Docket  No.  13998, 


File  No.  BPH-3004 ;  L.  N.  Ostrander  & 
G.  A.  Wilson,  d/d  as  Eastside  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Seattle,  Washington 
Docket  No.  13999,  File  No.  BPH-3263; 
for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  proceedings  at  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  held  on  April  11,  1961,  and  the 
agreements  of  the  parties  as  approved 
by  the  Examiner ; 

It  is  ordered,  this  11th  day  of  April 
1961,  that: 

(1)  Any  petition  to  be  filed  requesting 
that  the  issues  in  the  proceedings  herein 
be  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  an  issue 
to  determine  whether  the  funds  available 
to  the  applicant  will  give  reasonable  as¬ 
surance  that  the  proposal  set  forth  in 
the  application  will  be  effectuated,  shall 
be  filed  no  later  than  April  18,  1961; 

(2)  The  direct  cases  of  the  applicants 
shall  be  presented  in  written,  sworn  ex¬ 
hibits  and  copies  of  the  proposed  exhibits 
of  the  applicants  shall  be  exchanged  and 
also  supplied  to  Bureau  counsel  and  the 
Hearing  Examiner  by  May  23,  1961; 

(3)  Each  of  the  parties  shall  by  June 
2,  1961,  notify  the  others  of  the  names  of 
the  witnesses  whom  they  desire  to  cross- 
examine,  and  the  parties  shall  make  such 
witnesses  available  for  cross-examina¬ 
tion  at  the  hearing;  and 

(4)  The  hearing  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  on  May  8, 1961,  is  hereby  resched¬ 
uled  to  commence  on  Tuesday,  June  13, 
1961,  at  10  a.m.  at  the  Commission’s 
Offices  in  Washington,  D.C.; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  agree¬ 
ments  and  understandings  entered  into 
between  the  parties  concerning  future 
conduct  of  the  hearing  are  approved  as 
set  forth  in  the  transcript  of  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  which  to  this  extent 
is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Released:  April  12,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  61-3450;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 


|  Docket  Nos.  13934-13939;  FCC  61M-629] 

SAUL  M.  MILLER  ET  AL. 

Order  Following  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Saul  M.  Miller, 
Reading,  Pennsylvania,  Docket  No.  13934, 
File  No.  BP-12660;  Arthur  W.  Arundel, 
Charles  Town,  West  Virginia,  Docket  No. 
13935,  File  No.  BP-12762;  Suburban 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  Elkton,  Maryland. 
Docket  No.  13936,  File  No.  BP-21981; 
H.  Clay  Esbenshade,  tr/as  Lancaster 
County  Broadcasters,  Lancaster,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Docket  No.  13937,  File  No. 
BP-13106;  Horace  J.  Elias  and  Irving 
E.  Robinson,  d/b  as  Elias  and  Robinson, 
Glen  Burnie,  Maryland,  Docket  No. 
13938,  File  No.  BP-13111;  North  Penn 
Broadcasting  Company,  Quakertown, 
Pennsylvania,  Docket  No.  13939,  File  No. 
BP-13160;  for  construction  permits. 

At  a  prehearing  conference  held  on 
April  10,  1961,  the  parties  agreed  that 
the  following  calendar  of  events 
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Tuesday,  April  18,  1961 

would  govern  the  future  course  of  the 

proceeding . 

June  1,  1961— Exchange  of  exhibits— tech¬ 
nical  and  lay. 

June  15.  1961 — Informal  Engineering  Con¬ 
ference. 

June  21,  1961 — Further  Formal  Conference. 
June  26,  1961— Freeze  date. 

July  5,  1961— Hearing. 

It  may  also  be  noted  here  that  at  the 
conference  on  April  10,  1961,  the  Ex¬ 
aminer  ruled  that  showings  on  inter¬ 
ference  to  ground  wave  service  of  a  mag¬ 
nitude  of  less  than  0.5  mv/m  were  not 
relevant  under  the  issues  as  presently 
designated.  The  Examiner  also  ruled 
that  unless  Elias  and  -  Robinson 
(BP-13111)  on  or  before  April  20,  1961, 
file  petition  to  dismiss  application,  or  in 
the  alternative  show  good  cause  why 
their  application  should  not  be  held  in 
default  for  failure  to  prosecute,  the  Ex¬ 
aminer  will,  on  his  own  motion,  default 
that  application. 

So  ordered,  This  10th  day  of  April 
1961. 

Released:  April  11,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 
tsEALl  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3451;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  13010  etc.;  FCC  61M-641  [ 

MID-AMERICA  BROADCASTING 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Further  Prehearing 
Conference  of  Group  I 

In  re  applications  of  Mid-America 
Broadcasting  System,  Inc.,  Highland 
Park,  Illinois,  Docket  No.  13010,  File  No. 
BP-11689,  et  al.,  Docket  Nos.  13060, 1 
13061, 1  13647,1  13024,  13043,  13641,  13642, 
13643,  13645,  13646,  13644;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

There  will  be  a  further  prehearing 
conference  of  Group  I  on  Thursday, 
April  20,  1961,  at  10  a.m.,  in  the  offices 
of  the  Commission,  Washington,  D  C. 

Dated:  April  11,  1961. 

Released:  April  12,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3449;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.  | 


[Docket  No.  13993;  FCC  61M-650| 

GEORGE  SHANE 

Order  Following  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  application  of  George  Shane, 
Victorville,  California,  Docket  No.  13993, 
Pile  No.  BP-13276,  for  construction 
permit. 

Pursuant  to  proceedings  had  at  the 
prehearing  conference  held  in  this  mat- 


1  Group  i. 


ter  on  April  11,  1961:  It  is  ordered,  This 
12th  day  of  April  1961,  as  follows: 

(1)  Copies  of  all  written  exhibits  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  introduced  in  evidence  at  the 
hearing  by  the  applicant  shall  be  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  other  parties  herein  (and  also 
to  the  Hearing  Examiner)  by  May  11, 
1961; 

(2)  The  applicant  shall  be  notified  by 
May  23,  1961,  as  to  those  witnesses  for 
applicant  who  are  to  be  present  for  cross- 
examination  at  the  hearing. 

(3)  The  hearing  heretofore  scheduled 
for  May  15,  1961,  is  rescheduled  for  June 
8,  1961,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.;  and, 

(4)  The  applicant  shall  utilize  1960 
U.S.  Census  population  data  in  his  evi¬ 
dentiary  presentation  on  Issues  1  and  2 
herein.1 

Released:  April  12, 1961. 

Federal  Communicati6ns 
Commission,  ■ 

l  seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  61-3452;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14051;  FCC  61-505 1 

SEAWAY  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  revocation  of  con¬ 
struction  permit  of  Seaway  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Inc.  for  Standard  Broad¬ 
cast  Station  WMPP,  Chicago  Heights, 
Illinois,  Docket  No.  14051. 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  (1)  the  outstanding  construc¬ 
tion  permit  issued  to  Seaway  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Inc.  to  build  Station 
WMPP  on  the  frequency  of  1470  kc  at 
Chicago  Heights,  Illinois  (BP-11872); 

(2)  the  application  of  Seaway  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.  for  modification 
of  construction  permit  (BMP-9233) ;  and 

(3)  the  application  of  Seaway  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.  for  Commission 
consent  to  a  voluntary  transfer  of  con¬ 
trol  of  said  corporation  (BTC-3615) ; 
and 

It  appearing,  that  on  November  8, 1960, 
the  Commission  granted  the  application 
of  Seaway  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc. 
for  a  construction  permit  to  build  Sta¬ 
tion  WMPP  on  the  frequency  of  1470 
kc  at  Chicago  Heights,  Illinois  (BP- 
11872)  ;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  Decem¬ 
ber  5,  1960,  Seaway  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  filed  with  the  Commission  an 
application  for  Commission  consent  to 


1  It  is  noted  that  although  the  applicant 
filed  an  appearance  herein,  he  failed  to  ap¬ 
pear  at  the  prehearing  conference.  An  un¬ 
explained  absence  of  the  applicant  from  the 
prehearing  conference  could  be  treated  as 
a  failure  to  prosecute  his  application.  If 
the  applicant  does  not  intend  to  prosecute 
his  application  in  accordance  with  applicable 
Commission  rules  and  the  Hearing  Examin¬ 
er’s  directions  governing  the  future  course 
of  this  proceeding,  then  the  applicant  should 
so  notify  the  Commission  forthwith. 

Applicant  is  advised  that  a  transcript  of 
the  prehearing  conference  proceedings  can 
be  ordered  from  the  Official  Reporters  (Ward 
and  Paul,  Inc.,  1760  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW„  Washington  6,  D.C.) . 


a  voluntary  transfer  of  control  of  said 
corporate  permittee  (BTC-3615)  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  310(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  with  §  1.329  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  on  January 
23,  1960,  and  on  January  25,  1960,  there 
occurred  transactions  between  William 
S.  Martin;  Eugene  H.  Dibble,  III; 
Charles  D.  Buford;  and  Charles  J. 
Pinckard  which  resulted  in  the  transfer 
of  control  of  Seaway  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  and  that  the  application 
(BP-11872)  was  not  amended  to  reflect 
such  transactions;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  the  permit¬ 
tee’s  application  (BTC-3615)  was  filed 
by  its  president,  William  S.  Martin,  that 
said  application  contains  false  state¬ 
ments,  and  that  said  application  was 
filed  for  the  purpose  of  concealing  from 
the  Commission  the  facts  concerning  the 
transactions  of  January  23,  1960,  and 
January  25,  1960,  and  to  cover  up  the 
failure  of  Seaway  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  to  amend  its  application  for  a 
construction  permit  (BP-11872)  to  re¬ 
flect  the  above  transactions,  which  con¬ 
cealment  and  covering  up  is  in  apparent 
violation  of  section  1001,  Title  18,  United 
States  Code  and  is  grounds  for  revoca¬ 
tion  of  a  construction  permit  pursuant 
to  section  312(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  January 
31,  1961,  the  permittee,  by  its  president, 
William  S.  Martin,  filed  an  amendment 
to  its  application  (BTC-3615)  contain¬ 
ing  statements  concerning  the  in¬ 
dictment  of  William  S.  Martin  on  crim¬ 
inal  charges  in  1957  in  Cook  County, 
Illinois,  which  statements  declared  that 
never,  prior  to  1957,  had  William  S. 
Martin  been  indicted,  been  the  subject 
of  other  criminal  charges,  or  been  in¬ 
volved  in  any  other  illegal  or  questionable 
activity;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  July  2, 
1943;  July  24,  1945;  and  August  31,  1950, 
William  S.  Martin  was  arrested  in  con¬ 
nection  with  various  criminal  charges; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  May  18, 
1945,  William  S.  Martin  was  convicted 
of  violating  the  Emergency  Price  Control 
Act  of  1942  (Section  901,  Title  50,  United 
States  Code)  in  the  District  Court  for 
the  Western  District  of  Tennessee,  at 
Memphis,  Tennessee;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  state¬ 
ments  concerning  William  S.  Martin 
contained  in  the  amendment  filed  on 
January  31,  1961,  are  false  statements 
which  were  willfully  and  knowingly  made 
by  Martin,  as  an  individual  and  as  an 
officer  of  the  permittee,  for  the  purpose 
of  concealing  material  facts  from  the 
Commission  in  violation  of  Section  1001, 
Title  18,  United  States  Code,  and  thereby 
providing  grounds  for  revocation  of  con¬ 
struction  permit  pursuant  to  section  312 
(a)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended; 

It  is  ordered.  This  12th  day  of  April 
1961,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  312(a)(1),  312(a)(2),  and  312(c) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  Seaway  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  is  directed  to  show  cause  why 
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an  order  revoking  its  construction  per¬ 
mit  for  standard  broadcast  Station 
WMPP,  Chicago  Heights,  Illinois,  should 
not  be  issued,  and  to  appear  and  give  evi¬ 
dence  with  respect  thereto  at  a  hearing 1 
to  be  held  in  Chicago,  Illinois,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  by  subsequent 
order,  said  time  in  no  event  to  be  less 
than  30  days  after  receipt  of  this  Order; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  send  a  copy 
of  this  Order  by  Certified  Mail  Return 
Receipt  Requested  to  Seaway  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Inc. 

Released:  April  13,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-3453;  Piled.  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12991,  12992;  FCC  61M-637] 

SUBURBAN  BROADCASTING  CO., 
INC.,  AND  CAMDEN  BROADCAST¬ 
ING  CO. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing  Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Suburban  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  Mount  Kisco, 
New  York,  Docket  No.  12991,  File  No. 
BPH-2620;  Donald  Jerome  Lewis,  tr/as 
Camden  Broadcasting  Co.,  Newark,  New 
Jersey,  Docket  No.  12992,  File  No.  BPH- 
2624;  for  construction  permits  for  new 
FM  broadcast  stations. 

With  the  consent  of  all  parties  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding:  It  is  ordered. 
This  11th  day  of  April  1961,  that  the  fur¬ 
ther  prehearing  conference  presently 
scheduled  for  April  14, 1961,  at  9:30  a.m., 


1  Section  1.77(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
provides  that  a  licensee,  in  order  to  avail 
itself  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard,  shall,  in 
person  or  by  its  attorney,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  within  thirty  days  of  the  receipt  of 
the  order  to  show  cause,  a  written  statement 
stating  that  it  will  appear  at  the  hearing  and 
present  evidence  on  the  matter  specified  in 
the  order.  In  the  event  it  would  not  be  pos¬ 
sible  for  respondent  to  appear  for  hearing 
in  the  proceeding  scheduled  to  be  held  in 
Chicago,  Illinois,  he  should  advise  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  reasons  for  such  inability 
within  five  days  of  the  receipt  of  this  order. 
If  the  licensee  fails  to  file  an  appearance 
within  the  time  specified,  the  right  to  a  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  waived. 
See  §  1.78(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  as 
amended  December  12,  1960.  Where  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  waived,  a  written  statement  in  miti¬ 
gation  or  Justification  may  be  submitted 
within  thirty  days  of  the  receipt  of  the  order 
to  show  cause.  See  §  L78(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  as  amended  December  12, 
1960.  In  the  event  the  right  to  a  hearing  is 
waived,  the  Chief  Hearing  Examiner  will  ter¬ 
minate  the  hearing  proceeding  and  certify 
the  case  to  the  Commission.  Thereupon  the 
matter  wiU  be  determined  by  the  Commission 
in  the  regular  course  of  business  and  an  ap¬ 
propriate  order  will  be  entered.  See  §  1.78 
(c),  (d),  and  (e)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
as  amended  December  12,  1960. 


be,  and  the  same  is,  hereby  continued  to 
April  21,  1961,  at  9:30  a.m. 

Released:  April  11,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3454;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CP61-196] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

April  11,  1961. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  23,  1961, 
as  supplemented  on  February  27,  1961, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  1995,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP61-196  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction,  replacement  and 
operation  of  certain  facilities  for  the 
transportation  and  sale  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  to  increase  the 
adequacy  and  efficiency  of  certain  por¬ 
tions  of  its  system  in  Kansas  and  Mis¬ 
souri,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  and  supplement  which  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  the  following  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  hereunder: 

(1)  Loop  approximately  8.5  miles  of  its 
Ottawa-Sedalia-Carrollton  12-inch  pipe¬ 
line  with  20-inch  pipeline  from  the  east¬ 
ern  terminus  of  the  present  12-inch  and 
20-inch  looped  section  in  Franklin 
County,  Kansas,  to  a  point  in  Miami 
County,  Kansas; 

(2)  Replace  approximately  8  miles  of 
its  Springfield  10-inch  pipeline  with 
16-inch  pipeline  in  two  sections:  one  of 
4.9  miles  from  the  eastern  terminus  of 
the  present  16-inch  pipeline  in  Jasper 
County,  Missouri,  eastward  to  the  intake 
of  Applicant’s  Pierce  City  Station  in 
Lawrence  County,  Missouri ;  the  other  of 
3.1  miles  from  the  eastern  terminus  of 
the  present  16-inch  pipeline  on  the  dis¬ 
charge  side  of  said  Pierce  City  Station 
northeasterly  to  a  point  in  Christian 
County,  Missouri; 

(3)  Replace  approximately  5  miles  of 
its  Neosho  4-inch  pipeline  with  8-inch 
pipeline  from  the  connection  of  said 
4-inch  pipeline  with  the  Springfield 
16 -inch  pipeline  southward  to  a  point  in 
Newton  County,  Missouri;  and 

(4)  Replace  approximately  2.5  miles 
of  its  12-inch  and  16-inch  Range  Line 
with  16-inch  pipeline  from  a  point  on  the 
present  16-inch  pipeline  west,  south  and 
west  to  the  intake  of  Applicant’s  Saginaw 
Station  in  Newton  County,  Missouri. 

The  estimated  total  cost  of  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  facilities  is 
$1,169,000,  the  estimated  cost  of  reclaim¬ 


ing  facilities  to  be  replaced  is  $73,000  and 
the  estimated  salvage  value  of  the  re¬ 
claimed  facilities  is  $67,000.  The  total 
expenditures  will  be  paid  from  treasury 
cash. 

Applicant  states  that  the  facilities  and 
operations  proposed  herein  constitute 
only  the  necessary  enlargements  of  ca¬ 
pacity.  of  a  portion  of  Applicant’s  system 
to  meet  increasing  peak-day  firm  de¬ 
mands  of  existing  customers  and  no  new 
sales  or  service  are  contemplated. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
May  16,  1961,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in 
a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  concernmg  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application:  Provided,  however, 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  May  5, 
1961.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3418;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  RI61-216— RI61-228] 

SOHIO  PETROLEUM  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates  and  Making  Rates  Effec¬ 
tive  Upon  Filing  of  Agreements 
and  Undertakings  1 

November  2,  1960. 

Sohio  Petroleum  Company,  Docket  No. 
RI61-216;  Sohio  Petroleum  Company,  et 
al..  Docket  No.  RI61-217;  The  Superior 
Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  RI61-218; 
Christie,  Mitchell  &  Mitchell  Company 
(Operator),  et  al.,  Docket  No.  RI61-219; 
J.  P.  Owen  (Operator) ,  et  al.,  Docket  No. 


1  This  order  does  not  provide  for  the  con¬ 
solidation  for  hearing  or  disposition  of  the 
several  matters  covered  herein,  nor  should 
it  be  so  construed. 
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mfil-220;  MeAlester  Fuel  Company  (Op¬ 
erator).  et  al..  Docket  No.  RI61-221; 
Agnes  Cullen  Arnold,  et  al..  Docket  No. 
RI6 1-222;  Texas  Gulf  Producing  Com- 
oany  (Operator),  et  al.,  Docket  No. 
RI61-223;  The  Stevens  County  Oil  &  Gas 


Company,  Docket  No.  RI61-224;  Francis 
A.  Callery,  Docket  No.  RI61-225;  J.  M. 
Leonard,  Docket  No.  RI61-226;  South¬ 
eastern  Gas  Company,  Docket  No. 
RI61-227 ;  Cumberland  Gas  Corporation, 
Docket  No.  RI61-228. 


The  above-named  respondents  have 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
presently  effective  rate  schedules  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission.  The  pro¬ 
posed  changes  are  designated  as  follows: 


- - - - 

1 

Effective 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 

Rate 

Supple- 

Amount 

Date 

date 1 

Date  sus- 

effect  sub- 

Respondent 

sched- 

ment 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

of  annual 

filing 

unless 

pended 

ject  to 

No. 

ule 

No. 

increase 

tendered 

sus- 

until— 

Rate  in 

Proposed 

refund  In 

No. 

pended 

effect 

increased 

docket 

rate 

Nos. 

BUI-216— 

Sohio  Petroleum  Cox- 

11 

8 

Texas  Eastern  Trans.  Corp.  (Delhi 
Gas  Plant.,  Richland  Parish,  La.). 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Calcasieu  Pass 
Field,  Cameron  Parish,  La.). 

$91 

10-  3-60 

11-  3-60 

4-  3-61 

15. 8007 

*  16. 211 

G-16634 

RI61-217— 

Sohio  Petroleum  Co., 
et  al. 

52 

4 

2, 920 

10-  3-60 

11-  3-60 

4-  3-61 

19.5 

*19.9 

BI61— 218 — 

The  Superior  Oil  Co.. 

64 

1 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
(Beaver  County,  Okla.). 

158 

10-  3-60 

12-  1-60 

5-  1-61 

15.0 

>16.0 

BI61-219 — 

Christie,  Mitchell  & 

9 

21 

Texas  Eastern  Trans.  Corp;  (South 

9, 615 

10-  3-60 

11-  3-60 

4-  3-61 

14.8 

>15.0 

‘  G-19928 

Mitchell  Co.  (Oper- 
tor),  et  al. 

Sheridan  Field,  Colorado'  County, 
Tex.,  and  Vienna  Field,  Lavaca 

County,  Tex.). 

RI61-220— . 

J.  P.  Owen  (Operator), 
et  al. 

3 

1 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Duson  Field, 
LaFayette  Parish,  La.). 

5,110 

10-  3-60 

11-  3-60 

4-  3-61 

19.5 

>19.9 

. do . 

6 

2 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (West  Duson 

1,460 

10-  3-00 

11-  3-60 

4-  3-61 

>19.9 

Field,  Acadia  and  LaFayette  Parish, 
La.). 

Texas  Eastern  Trans.  Corp.  (Tatum 

RI61-221... 

MeAlester  Fuel  Co. 

4 

4 

332 

10-  3-60 

11-  3-60 

4-  3-61 

14.8 

>15.0 

• G -20069 

(Operator),  et  al. 

Field,  Rusk  and  Panola  Counties, 
Tex.). 

- 

RI61-222... 

Agnes  Cullen  Arnold, 
et  al. 

2 

2 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (West  Bay 
(Tantine)  Field,  Plaquemines  Par- 

27,000 

10-  3-GO 

11-  3-60 

4-  3-61 

22.0 

>23.5 

ish,  La.). 

RI61-223— 

Texas  Gulf  Producing 
Co.  (Operator),  et 
al. 

The  Stevens  County 
Oil  &  Gas  Co. 

10 

21 

9 

1 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Lake  Long 
Field,  LaFourche  Parish,  La.). 

Kansas-Colorado  Utilities,  Inc.  (Hu- 
goton  Field,  Kearny  County,  Kans.). 

9,600 

391 

10-  3-60 

10-  3-60 

11-  3-60 

11-18-60 

4-  3-61 

4-18-61 

19.5 

12.0 

>19.9 

>13.0 

>  G-19910 

RI61-224... 

RI61-225... 

Francis  A.  Callery _ 

18 

2 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Cole’s  Gully 

768 

10-  7-60 

11-  7-60 

4-  7-61 

19.5 

>19.9 

R 160-251 

Field,  Acadia  Parish,  La.). 

RI61  228 

J.  M.  Leonard _ 

3 

2 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Spraberry 
Field,  Reagan  County,  Tex.). 

6,252 

10-  7-60 

11-  7-60 

4-  7-61 

10.0 

>17.0 

RI61-227... 

Southeastern  Gas  Co.. 

46 

3 

Cabot  Corporation  (GLC)  (Kanawha 
County,  W\  Va.). 

236 

10-  7-60 

11-  7-60 

11-  8-60 

14.666 

‘15.386 

RI61-228... 

Cumberland  Gas  Corp 

4 

9 

Cabot  Corj)orat,ion  (GLC)  (Kanawha 
and  Putnam  Counties,  W.  Va.). 

690 

10-  7-60 

11-  7-60 

11-  8-60 

14.4 

‘  15. 048 

the  required  thirty  day’s  5  Also  subject  to  orders  in  Docket  Nos.  G-16180,  G-13662,  G-11440. 

e  Also  subject  to  order  in  Docket  No.  G-17150. 

7  Also  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  Nos.  G-17158;  G-13848;  G-11536;  G-9476; 
G-15760. 


i  The  proposed  effective  dates  are  the  first  days  after 
notice  or,  if  later,  the  date  requested  by  respondent. 

J  The  pressure  base  is  15.025  psia. 
i  The  pressure  base  is  14.65  psia. 

« The  pressure  base  is  15.325  psia. 

Sohio  Petroleum  Company  (Sohio) 
proposed  a  two-step  periodic  rate  in¬ 
crease  for  gas  sold  to  Texas  Eastern. 
Sohio  requests  that  the  increase  be  made 
effective  as  of  November  1,  1960. 

In  support  of  its  proposed  increased 
rate,  Sohio  cites  the  contract  provisions 
and  states  they  were  arrived  at  through 
arm’s-length  negotiations  between  the 
parties,  the  price  is  not  in  excess  of  the 
current  commodity  value  of  the  gas  in 
question  and  is  therefore  a  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  price  for  such  gas. 

Christie,  Mitchell  &  Mitchell  Company 
(Operator),  et  al.  (Christie)  and  Me¬ 
Alester  Fuel  Company  (Operator) ,  et  al. 
(MeAlester)  proposed  two  periodic  rate 
increases  for  gas  sold  to  Texas  Eastern. 
The  producers  request  that  the  increases, 
which  total  $9,947  yearly,  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  November  1,  1960. 

In  support  of  their  increases,  both 
Christie  and  MeAlester  cite  the  contract 
provisions  and  state  that  such  provisions 
were  arrived  at  by  arm’s-length  bargain¬ 
ing  to  make  allowances  for  varying  eco¬ 
nomic  conditions  over  the  long  term  of 
the  contracts.  Christie  also  states  that 
the  proposed  price  is  considerably  less 
than  other  prices  being  paid  for  compa¬ 
rable  gas  in  the  same  general  area  and 
MeAlester  states  that  the  cost  of  pro¬ 
ducing  said  gas  is  steadily  increasing. 

Sohio  Petroleum  Company,  et  al. 
(Sohio),  J.  P.  Owen  (Operator),  et  al. 
(Owen) ,  Texas  Gulf  Producing  Company 
(Operator),  et  al.  (Texas  Gulf)  and 
Francis  A.  Callery  (Callery)  propose  pe¬ 


riodic  rate  increases  for  sales  of  gas  to 
United  Fuel.  Owen  and  Texas  Gulf  re¬ 
quest  that  the  increases  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  November  1,  1960.  Sohio  and  Cal¬ 
lery  propose  that  their  increased  rates 
be  made  effective  upon  expiration  of 
statutory  notice. 

In  support  of  their  proposed  increased 
prices,  the  producers  cite  the  contract 
provisions;  state  that  they  were  nego¬ 
tiated  at  arm’s  length  and  in  good  faith 
to  allow  for  varying  economic  condi¬ 
tions;  the  proposed  rates  are  fair  and 
equitable  and  are  in  line  with  area  rates; 
the  cost  of  producing  such  gas  is  steadily 
rising  and  the  producers  need  every  pos¬ 
sible  incentive  to  meet  future  gas 
demands. 

Agnes  Cullen  Arnold,  et  al.  (Arnold) 
propose  a  periodic  rate  increase  for  gas 
sold  to  Southern  Natural  Gas.  The  in¬ 
crease  is  requested  to  be  made  effective 
as  of  November  1,  1960. 

In  support  of  its  proposed  increased 
rates,  Arnold  cites  the  contract  provi¬ 
sions;  states  that  they  were  negotiated 
at  arm’s  length  in  good  faith;  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase  represents  the  fair  mar¬ 
ket  value  for  the  gas  during  the  next 
two  years  of  the  contract  and  is  fair, 
reasonable  and  just. 

The  Stevens  County  Oil  &  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Stevens)  proposes  a  periodic  in¬ 
crease  for  gas  sold  to  Kansas  Colorado. 
The  increase  is  requested  to  be  effective 
as  of  November  18,  1960,  the  date  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  contract. 


In  support  of  its  proposed  increased 
rates,  Stevens  cites  the  terms  of  the  con¬ 
tract  which  were  arrived  at  after  arm’s- 
length  bargaining  and  states  that  such 
terms  assure  seller  a  price  that  approxi¬ 
mates  the  current  market  value  of  gas 
and  without  such  terms  Stevens  would 
never  have  entered  into  the  contract. 

J.  M.  Leonard  (Leonard)  proposes  a 
renegotiated  rate  increase  for  gas  sold  to 
El  Paso.  The  increase  is  requested  to  be 
effective  as  of  October  1,  1960. 

The  subject  increase  results  from  an 
October  26,  1959  contract  amendment 
entered  into  pursuant  to  El  Paso’s  con¬ 
tract  renegotiation  program  in  the  Per¬ 
mian  Basin  area.  The  amendment 
deletes  the  favored-nation  clause  from 
the  original  contract,  provides  for  the 
proposed  rate  from  January  1,  1960,  to 
August  1,  1964,  and  further  provides  for 
1.0  cent  per  Mcf  increases  at  five-year 
intervals.  The  prices  payable  for  the 
five-year  periods  commencing  with  that 
beginning  August  1,  1969,  are  also  sub¬ 
ject  to  redetermination  by  mutual  agree¬ 
ment  or  by  arbitration. 

In  support  of  its  proposed  increased 
rates,  Leonard  cites  the  October  26,  1959, 
contract  amendment,  submitted  as  part 
of  the  increased  rate  filing  and  states 
that  such  amendment  sets  a  fixed  pat¬ 
tern  of  rates  over  the  remainder  of  the 
contract  and  removes  the  favored-nation 
clause  which  rendered  the  prices  subject 
to  the  prices  paid  other  producers  in  the 
area. 
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The  Superior  Oil  Company  (Superior) 
proposes  a  periodic  rate  increase  for  gas 
sold  to  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company. 

In  support  of  its  proposed  increased 
rate,  Superior  cites  the  contract  provi¬ 
sions;  states  that  the  contract  was  the 
result  of  arm’s-length  bargaining;  it 
would  not  have  agreed  to  sell  this  gas 
for  the  20-year  term  of  the  contract 
without  provisions  for  periodic  increases 
to  offset  higher  wages  and  cost  of  mate¬ 
rial.  Superior  also  states  that  the  in¬ 
creased  price  is  just  and  reasonable. 

Southeastern  Gas  Company  (South¬ 
eastern)  and  Cumberland  Gas  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Cumberland)  propose  two  revenue¬ 
sharing  type  rate  increases  for  gas  sold 
to  Cabot  Corporation  (successor  in  in¬ 
terest  to  Godfrey  L.  Cabot,  Inc.). 

Cabot  resells  the  subject  gas  to  Hope 
Natural  Gas  Company.  Cabot’s  con¬ 
tracts  with  the  producers  provide  that 
in  the  event  Cabot  shall  receive  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  price  at  which  it  resells 
the  gas  at  Glasgow  to  Hope  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Southeastern  and  Cumberland 
shall  receive  respective  increases  in  their 
prices  to  Cabot  amounting  to  66%  per¬ 
cent  and  60  percent  of  such  increase. 
On  July  17,  1957,  Cabot’s  increased  rate 
of  25.08  cents  (an  increase  of  1.08  cents 
from  24.0  cents)  to  Hope  was  made  effec¬ 
tive  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
G-11626  after  a  five-month  suspension. 
The  subject  filings  reflect  the  producers’ 
proportionate  shares  of  such  increase. 

In  support  of  their  proposed  increased 
rates,  Southeastern  and  Cumberland  cite 
the  contract  revenue-sharing  provisions 
and  Cabot’s  increased  rate  and  copies  of 
letters  dated  September  7  and  9,  1957, 
respectively,  wherein  Cabot  agrees  to 
make  such  increased  payments,  subject 
to  Federal  Power  Commission  approval. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  so 
proposed  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  hearings  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  several  proposed 
changes  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplements  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  public  hearings  shall  be 
held  upon  dates  to  be  fixed  by  notices 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  several  proposed  increased 
rates  and  charges  contained  in  the 
above-designated  supplements. 

<B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  above-designated  supple¬ 
ments  are  hereby  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  the  date  indicated 
in  the  above  “Rate  Suspended  Until” 
column,  and  thereafter  until  such  fur¬ 
ther  time  as  they  are  made  effective  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act:  Provided,  however,  That  the 
above-designated  supplements  of  South¬ 


eastern  Gas  Co.  and  Cumberland  Gas 
Corp.  shall  become  effective  on  the  date 
and  in  the  manner  herein  prescribed 
if  within  20  days  from  the  date  of  the 
issuance  of  this  order.  Southeastern  and 
Cumberland  execute  and  file  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  their  re¬ 
spective  agreements  and  undertakings 
to  comply  with  the  refunding  and  re¬ 
porting  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder  (prescribed  by  Order 
215  and  215A),  signed  by  a  responsible 
officer  of  the  corporation,  evidenced  by 
proper  authority  from  the  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors  and  accompanied  by  a  certificate 
showing  service  of  copies  thereof  upon 
all  purchasers  under  the  rate  schedule 
involved.  Unless  Southeastern  and 
Cumberland  are  advised  to  the  contrary 
within  15  days  after  the  filing  of  such 
agreement  and  undertaking,  their  agree¬ 
ments  and  undertakings  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  accepted. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  these  proceedings  have  been  dis¬ 
posed  of  or  until  the  periods  of  suspen¬ 
sion  have  expired,  unless  otherwise  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  December  15, 
1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-3421;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-6993 ] 

IDAHO  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

April  11,  1961. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  28,  1961, 
an  application  was  filed  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  by 
Idaho  Power  Company  (“Applicant”) , 
a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  Maine,  doing  business 
in  the  States  of  Oregon,  Idaho,  and 
Nevada,  with  its  principal  business  of¬ 
fice  at  Boise,  Idaho,  seeking  an  order 
authorizing  the  issuance  of  3,075,000 
shares  of  Common  Stock  with  par  value 
of  $5  per  share.  Applicant  proposes  to 
amend  its  Certificate  of  Organization 
to  change  the  par  value  of  its  Common 
Stock,  of  which  3,075,000  have  been 
issued  and  are  outstanding,  from  $10  to 
$5  per  share.  This  will  double  the  num¬ 
ber  of  shares  thereof,  and  each  share 
of  Common  Stock  ($10  par  value)  out¬ 
standing  on  the  effective  date  of  said 
change  will  automatically  be  converted 
into  two  shares  of  Common  Stock  having 
a  par  value  of  $5  each.  Applicant  states 
that  it  will  not  be  necessary,  and  Appli¬ 
cant  does  not  intend,  that  Common 
shareowners  submit  their  present  certifi¬ 
cates  for  exchange,  since  each  outstand¬ 


ing  certificate  will  continue  to  represent 
the  same  number  of  shares  as  is  indi¬ 
cated  on  the  face  thereof,  but  of  the 
new  $5  par  value,  instead  of  the  former 
$10  par  value,  and  that  each  share- 
owner  will  be  entitled  to  receive  from 
Applicant  a  certificate  for  one  addi¬ 
tional  share  of  Common  Stock  for  each 
share  represented  by  the  certificate  or 
certificates  which  he  holds  oil  the  effec¬ 
tive  record  date  of  the  change.  Applil 
cant  proposes  to  issue  the  aforesaid 
Common  Stock  on  or  about  May  lo 
1961.  The  aggregate  capital  repre¬ 
sented  by  Applicant’s  outstanding  Com¬ 
mon  Stock  will  not  be  changed  as  a 
result  of  the  transaction.  Applicant 
will  receive  no  proceeds  from  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  proposed  3,075,000  shares 
of  the  New  Common  Stock  ($5  par 
value)  and  no  underwriting  or  other 
fees  or  commissions  will  be  paid  in  con¬ 
nection  with  said  issuance  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  the  additional  new  shares  to 
existing  Common  shareowners.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  application  the  purpose  of 
the  proposed  transaction  is  to  assist  in 
facilitating  future  sales  of  Common 
Stock,  to  finance  additional  service  fa¬ 
cilities  required  by  the  growth  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  business. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  the 
1st  day  of  May  1961,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  petitions  or  protests  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  The  application 
is  on  file  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  61-3419;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[  Docket  No.  RI61-421  ] 

OHIO  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Change 
in  Rate 

April  11,  1961. 

On  March  20,  1961,  The  Ohio  Oil 
Company  (Operator) ,  et  al.,1  (Ohio  Oil) 
tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  change  in 
their  presently  effective  rate  schedule  for 
jurisdictional  sales  of  natural  gas  to 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  in  South¬ 
ern  Louisiana,  from  the  Phoenix  Lake 
Field,  Calcasieu  Parish,  Louisiana.  The 
proposed  change,  which  constitutes  an 
increased  rate  and  charge,  is  contained 
in  the  following  designated  filings: 
Description — 

( 1 )  Supplemental  Agreement,2  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1957. 

(2)  Supplemental  Agreement,3  dated  May 
29,  1958. 


1  Address :  539  South  Main  Street,  Findlay, 
Ohio. 

2  Renegotiated  rates  and  provides  for  Com¬ 
mission  acceptance  of  renegotiated  rates, 
without  suspension,  by  June  1,  1958;  other¬ 
wise  supplement  has  no  force  or  effect. 

3  Provides  for  extension  of  time  for  Com¬ 
mission  acceptance  of  Supplement  No.  10  by 
June  1,  1959. 


/  V 


Tuesday,  April  18,  1961 

,o\  Letter,4  dated  April  6,  1959. 

4  Letter, B  dated  November  17,  1959. 

5  Letter,"  dated  November  21,  1960. 

(6)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  March  17, 
1961. 

Rate  schedule  designation— 

(1)  Supplement  No.  10  to  Ohio  Oil’s  PPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14. 

(2)  Supplement  No.  11  to  Ohio  Oil’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14. 

i  (3)  Supplement  No.  12  to  Ohio  Oil’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14. 

(4)  Supplement  No.  13  to  Ohio  Oil’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14. 

(5)  Supplement  No.  14  to  Ohio  Oil’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14. 

(6)  Supplement  No.  15  to  Ohio  Oil’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14. 

Amount  of  annual  increase — $57,606. 
proposed  increased  rate — From  9.7048  cents  7 

per  Mcf  to  15.8584  cents 8  per  Mcf  at  15.025 

psia. 

Effective  date — April  20,  1961." 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  proposed  change  and 
that  Supplements  Nos.  10  through  15  to 
Ohio  Oil’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14 
be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof  de¬ 
ferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CPR  Ch.  I),  a  putilic  hearing  shall  be 
held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  increased  rate 
and  charge  contained  in  Supplements 
Nos.  10  through  15  to  Ohio  Oil’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  14. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  said  supplements  are 
each  hereby  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  September  20, 
1961,  and  until  such  further  time  as  they 
are  made  effective  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  periods  of  suspension  have 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 


4  Provides  for  extension  of  time  for  Com¬ 
mission  acceptance  of  Supplement  No.  10  by 
Dec.  31,  1959. 

*  Provides  for  extension  of  time  for  Com¬ 
mission  acceptance  of  Supplement  No.  10  by 
Dec.  31,  1960. 

“Provides  for  extension  of  time  for  Com¬ 
mission  acceptance  of  Supplement  No.  10  by 
Dec.  31,  1961. 

7  8.2048  cents  per  Mcf  base  rate  plus  appli¬ 
cable  tax  reimbursement. 

8 14.3584  cents  per  Mcf  base  rate  plus  appli¬ 
cable  tax  reimbursement. 

’The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective 
date  proposed  by  Ohio  Oil. 

No.  73 - 4 
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of  practice  and  procedure  <18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  June  2,  1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3420;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  RI61-216  etc.] 

SOHIO  PETROLEUM  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Amending  Order  Providing  for 

Hearing  on  and  Suspension  of 

Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  and 

Making  Rates  Effective  Upon  Filing 

of  Agreements  and  Undertakings 
April  11,  1961. 

Sohio  Petroleum  Company,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  RI61-216,  et  al.;  Agnes  Cul¬ 
len  Arnold,  et  al.,  Docket  No.  RI61-222. 

On  November  2,  1960,  the  Commission 
suspended  the  effectiveness  of  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  2  to  Agnes  Cullen  Arnold’s, 
et  al.  (Arnold)  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  2  until  April  3,  1961,  and  until  such 
further  time  as  it  is  made  effective  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

By  letter  dated  February  13,  1961, 
Arnold  requests  the  Commission’s  order 
of  November  2,  1960,  be  amended  to 
provide  that  its  proposed  increased  rate 
be  suspended  until  April  1,  1961,  rather 
than  April  3,  1961. 

The  Commission  finds:  Good  cause 
exists  for  amending  said  order  of  No¬ 
vember  2,  1960,  as  indicated  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  The  order 
issued  November  2,  1960,  is  hereby 
amended  to  change  “Date  Suspended 
Until’’  for  RI6 1-222,  Agnes  Cullen 
Arnold,  et  al.,  from  “4/3/61”  to  “4/1/61”. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  61-3422;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

NEW  YORK  HOLDING  CORP. 
Notice  of  Order  Postponing  Hearing 

By  order  dated  March  10,  1961,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  16,  1961  (26  F.R.  2239) ,  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem  gave  notice  of  an  application  made 
to  the  Board  pursuant  to  section  3(a)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of  1956 
(12  U.S.C.  1842),  by  New  York  Holding 
Corporation,  White  Plains,  New  York, 
for  the  Board’s  prior  approval  of  the 
acquisition  by  applicant  of  all  the  out¬ 
standing  shares  of  stock  (except  for 
directors’  qualifying  shares)  of  Bankers 
Trust  Company,  New  York,  New  York, 
and  The  County  Trust  Company,  White 
Plains,  New  York.  In  connection  with 
such  application,  the  Board  of  Governors 
ordered  the  holding  of  a  public  hearing 
commencing  April  25,  1961,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York,  New  York  City. 


On  April  14,  1961,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quested  that  the  hearing  ordered  by  the 
Board  be  indefinitely  postponed  and  that 
action  by  the  Board  on  the  application 
filed  be  stayed. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to 
the  request  of  applicant,  the  hearing 
ordered  for  April  25,  1961,  be  postponed 
until  further  notice  and  subject  to  fur¬ 
ther  order,  and  that  Board  action  on  the 
said  application  be  stayed  pending  fur¬ 
ther  request  by  the  applicant  in  this 
regard. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  April  1961. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors. 

[seal]  Merritt  Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-3545;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
10:01  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

April  13, 1961. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  3"030:  Scrap  iron  or  steel 
from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Ashland,  Ky. 
Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent  (SFA  No. 
A-4084),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  scrap  iron  or  steel,  as  described 
in  the  application,  in  carloads,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Ashland,  Ky. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Barge  competition. 
Tariff:  Supplement  60  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-14. 

FSA  No.  37031 :  TOFC  service — between 
points  in  southwestern  territory.  Filed 
by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent 
(No.  B-8001) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  paper  and  paper  articles,  loaded 
in  or  on  trailers  and  transported  on  rail¬ 
road  flat  cars,  between  points  in  south¬ 
western  territory,  and  between  such 
points,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Natchez, 
Miss.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  Supplement  32  to  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4353. 

FSA  No.  37032 :  Magnesium  metal  from 
Freeport,  Tex.,  to  Iowa  and  Missouri. 
Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
Agent  (No.  B-7999) ,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  magnesium  metal  and 
magnesium  metal  alloy,  in  carloads,  from 
Freeport,  Tex.,  to  specified  points  in 
Iowa  and  northern  Missouri. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion  and  short-line  distance  formula. 

Tariff :  Supplement  26  to  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4303. 

FSA  No.  37033:  Anhydrous  ammonia 
from  Warfield,  B.C.,  to  WTL  territory. 
Filed  by  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee, 
Agent  (No.  A-2178),  for  interested  rail 
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carriers.  Rates  on  anhydrous  ammonia, 
in  tank-car  loads,  from  Warfield,  B.C., 
Canada,  to  points  in  western  trunk  line 
territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion,  short -line  distance  formula  and 
grouping. 

Tariff:  Supplement  12  to  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company’s  tariff  I.C.C. 
W.1071. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  61-3438;  Piled,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  481] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

April  13,  1961. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below : 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their  pe¬ 
titions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  63785.  By  order  of  April 
11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  John  N.  Sheppard,  doing 
business  as  Sheppard  Trucking,  Route  4, 
Box  664,  Oshkosh,  Wisconsin,  of  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  117489,  issued  February  27, 
1959,  to  John  N.  Sheppard  and  Terrell 
W.  Cowan,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  Sheppard-Cowan  Trucking,  Route  4, 
Box  664,  Oshkosh,  Wis.,  authorizing  the 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
precast  concrete  products  and  materials 
used  in  conection  with  the  installation 
thereof  when  shipped  with  the  commod¬ 
ities  specified,  from  Oshkosh,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Iowa  and  Minnesota,  points 
in  Florence  County,  Wis.,  and  points  in 
a  described  portion  of  Illinois. 

No.  MC-FC  63835.  By  order  of  April 
11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Ober’s  Express,  Inc., 
doing  business  as  Ober’s  Express,  167 
Union  Street,  Franklin,  Mass.,  of  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  45631,  issued  April  16,  1941, 
to  Francis  Ober,  doing  business  as  Ober’s 
Express,  167  Union  Street,  Franklin, 
Mass.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
General  commodities,  excluding  house¬ 
hold  goods,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
other  specified  commodities,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  between  Franklin,  Mass.,  and 
Boston,  Framingham,  and  Worcester, 
Mass.,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
on  the  specified  routes. 

No.  MC-FC  63892.  By  order  of 
April  11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Thomas  Express, 
Inc.,  Dracut,  Mass.,  of  Certificate  No. 
MC  53653  issued  October  19,  1942,  to 


Charles  Monoxelos,  doing  business  as 
Thomas  Boston  &  Lowell  Express, 
Dracut,  Mass.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commodities,  ex¬ 
cluding  household  goods,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  various  specified  commodi¬ 
ties,  over  irregular  routes,  between  Bos¬ 
ton,  Cambridge,  Somerville,  Arlington, 
Winchester,  Burlington,  Billerica, 
Chelmsford,  Medford,  Woburn,  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Tewksbury,  Everett,  Malden,  Mel¬ 
rose,  Stoneham,  Reading,  North  Reading, 
Andover,  North  Andover,  Lawrence, 
Methuen,  Dracut,  and  Lowell,  Mass. 
George  C.  Eliades,  23  Merrimack,  Lowell, 
Mass.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64010.  By  order  of  April 
11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  DeCarli’s  Express,  Inc., 
Rockville,  Conn.,  of  Certificates  Nos.  MC 
75226  and  MC  75226  Sub  4,  issued  June 
8,  1953  and  August  5,  1953,  respectively 
to  Leonard  F.  DeCarli,  doing  business  as 
DeCarli’s  Express,  Rockville,  Conn.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of:  General 
commodities,  excluding  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  other  specified 
commodities,  over  regular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  Staff ordville, 
Conn.,  between  Thompsonville,  Conn., 
and  Springfield.  Mass.,  and  between 
Springfield,  Mars.,  and  Colrain,  Mass., 
serving  intermediate  and  off -route  points 
as  specified;  general  commodities,  ex¬ 
cluding  household  goods,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  other  specified  commodities, 
between  Thompsonville,  Conn.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Somers, 
Windsor  Locks,  Suffield,  Enfield,  Hazard- 
ville,  and  Somersville,  Conn.;  household 
goods,  and  agricultural  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  Rockville,  Conn.,  and  points  within 
20  miles  of  Rockville,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  York,  and  Rhode  Island; 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients,  from 
Irvington,  N.J.,  to  East  Windsor,  and 
Waterbury,  Conn.,  from  Adams  and  Lee, 
Mass.,  to  points  in  Connecticut  and 
Rhode  Island,  and  between  East  Wind¬ 
sor,  Falls  Village,  and  Waterbury,  Conn., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Is¬ 
land;  paper  cartons,  glue  and  cutting 
board  compounds,  from  Worcester, 
Mass.,  to  Rockville,  Conn.;  paper  enve¬ 
lopes,  printing  presses,  and  paper  fold¬ 
ing  machines,  between  Rockville,  Conn., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Worcester,  Mass.;  and  wool,  wool  noils, 
yarn,  wool  substitutes,  and  scouring  and 
cleaning  compounds,  between  Broad 
Brook,  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Boston,  Chelsea,  Cambridge, 
Everett,  Newton,  Newton  Lower  Falls, 
Newton  Upper  Falls,  Somerville,  Wal¬ 
tham,  East  Weymouth,  Lynn,  Lawrence, 
Lowell,  and  North  Chelmsford,  Mass. 
William  L.  Mobley,  1694  Main  Street, 
Springfield  3,  Mass.,  practitioner  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64013.  By  order  of  April 
11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Sumner  &  Son  Transport, 
Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC  36550,  issued  September  30,  1955, 
to  T.  A.  Tycocki,  doing  business  as  Souder 
Trucking  Company,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
authorizing  the  transportation,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  of  roofing  slate,  steel. 


and  steel  products,  from  Los  Angeles 
Harbor  and  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  Commercial  Zone 
scrap  nonferrous  metals,  from  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  and  points  within  described 
3 -mile  radius  of  Los  Angeles,  to  Los  An¬ 
geles  Harbor  and  Long  Beach,  Calif, 
nonferrous  metals  in  ingots  and  slabs 
from  Los  Angeles  Harbor  and  Long 
Beach,  Calif.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and 
points  within  a  described  3 -mile  radius 
of  Los  Angeles,  coal  in  bags,  from  Los 
Angeles  Harbor  and  Long  Beach,  Calif., 
to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  William  C.  Powers, 
5716  West  Manchester  Avenue,  Los  An¬ 
geles  45,  Calif.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64025.  By  order  of  April 
11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Bee-Line  Motor  Freight, 

A  Corporation,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  of  Cor¬ 
rected  Certificate  No.  MC  52528,  issued 
January  31,  1950,  to  Interstate  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation,  over  regular 
routes,  of  general  commodities,  exclud¬ 
ing  household  goods,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  other  specified  commodities, 
between  Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  between  Grand 
Island,  Nebr.,  and  Hastings,  Nebr.  Jack 
W.  Marer,  854  Omaha  National  Bank 
Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64060.  By  order  of  April 
11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  John  Wilson  and  T.  L. 
Tucker,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
Scotty  Wilson  Trucks,  Blanding,  Utah, 
of  Certificate  in  No.  MC  112079  Sub  1, 
issued  June  30,  1952,  to  Donald  C.  Bayles 
and  Hanson  L.  Bayles,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  D.  C.  and  H.  L.  Bayles. 
Blanding,  Utah,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of:  Uranium  and  vanadium 
ores,  in  bulk,  over  irregular  routes,  from 
points  in  San  Juan  County,  Utah,  to 
Naturita,  Durango,  and  Uravan,  Colo., 
and  Thompson,  Utah,  with  no  transpor¬ 
tation  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  Grant  Mac- 
farlane,  Jr.,  Suite  300,  65  South  Main 
Street,  Salt  Lake  City  11,  Utah,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64074.  By  order  of  April 
11,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Frederick  M.  Kotz,  doing 
business  as  V.  L.  Griffis,  318  Jackson 
Ave.,  Susquehanna,  Pa.,  of  portion  of 
Certificate  No.  MC  87964,  issued  July  5, 
1957,  to  Jay  N.  Benson  and  Gordon  D. 
Benson,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
Benson  Bros.,  618  Broad  Ave.,  Susque¬ 
hanna,  Pa.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of:  Such  bulk  commodities,  as  are 
transported  in  dump  trucks,  from  Sus¬ 
quehanna,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York 
within  50  miles  of  Susquehanna,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
household  goods,  between  Susquehanna, 
Pa.,  and  points  within  five  miles  thereof, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Bing¬ 
hamton  and  Johnson  City,  N.Y.,  and 
points  within  ten  miles  of  each;  between 
Susquehanna,  Pa.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York  and  New 
Jersey;  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  between  Susquehanna, 
Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  and  New 
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York  within  25  miles  thereof,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Maryland,  and  Delaware;  be¬ 
tween  Susquehanna,  Pa.,  and  points  in 
Pennsylvania  and  New  York  within  25 
miles  of  Susquehanna,  on  the  6ne  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Ohio,  Rhode  Island,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

[seal!  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  61-3439;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
1  8:49  a.m.] 


[No.  33440] 

PREVENTION  OF  RAIL-HIGHWAY 
GRADE-CROSSING  ACCIDENTS 
INVOLVING  RAILWAY  TRAINS 
AND  MOTOR  VEHICLES 

Notice  of  Investigation  and  Order  for 
Pre-Hearing  Conference 

It  appearing  that  by  an  order  entered 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  6,  1961,  an  investigation  was  in¬ 
stituted  into  and  concerning  accidents  at 
railroad-highway  crossings  involving 
railway  trains  and  highway  vehicles 
transporting  liquid  petroleum,  explo¬ 
sives,  and  other  specified  dangerous 
materials; 

It  further  appearing  that  a  pre -hear¬ 
ing  conference  is  desirable  to  discuss  in¬ 
formally  the  general  character  and  fac¬ 
tual  matter  to  be  developed  upon  the 
record  at  subsequent  hearings  and  how 
such  matters  may  best  be  shown,  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered,  That  this  proceeding  be, 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  assigned  for  pre- 
hearing  conference  before  Commissioner 
Kenneth  H.  Tuggle  and  Examiners 
Henry  J.  Vinskey  and  Robert  R.  Boyd 
at  10:00  a.m..  United  States  Standard 
Time  (or  10:00  a.m.,  local  daylight  sav¬ 
ing  time,  if  that  time  is  observed),  on 
May  8,  1961,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Matters  to  be  discussed  at  the  con¬ 
ference: 

1.  The  order  in  which  and  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  evidence  for  presentation  at  sub¬ 
sequent  formal  hearings; 

2.  When  the  parties  will  be  ready  for 
hearings  and  the  dates  and  place  of  such 
hearings; 

3.  Distribution  to  the  parties  of  pro¬ 
posed  exhibits; 

4.  Matters  within  the  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  or  other  public  documents  which 
may  be  made  available  for  the  record 
without  formal  proof ; 

5.  Any  other  matters  as  specified  in 
Rule  1.68  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice; 

And  it  is  further  ordered ,  That  any 
interested  party  unable  to  attend  the 
pre-hearing  conference  may  file  with  the 
Commission  not  later  than  five  days  be¬ 
fore  the  date  set  for  the  conference  in¬ 
formal  written  communications  which 
are  appropriate  for  consideration  at 
such  conference,  furnishing  20  copies  for 
the  use  of  the  Commission  and  50  copies 
for  the  use  of  other  parties  and  inter¬ 
ested  persons. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th 
day  of  April  A.D.  1961. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

I  seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  61-3441;  Filed.  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Sec.  5a  Application  49] 

CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  MOTOR 
CARRIERS 

Application  for  Approval  of  Amend¬ 
ments  to  Agreement 

April  13,  1961. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  an 
application  in  the  above-entitled  and 
numbered  proceeding  for  approval  of 
amendments  to  the  agreement  therein 
approved  under  the  provisions  of  section 
5a  of  the  Intel-state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  April  5,  1961,  by:  R.  L.  Week, 
420  West  Jefferson  Street,  Louisville  2, 
Ky. 

Amendments  involved :  Change  Article 
XIV  (North-South  General  Rate  Com¬ 
mittee)  of  the  bylaws  so  as  to  (1)  pro¬ 
vide  a  maximum  of  50  representatives, 
in  lieu  of  the  present  maximum  of  30 
representatives,  of  interterritorial  North- 
South  Carriers,  and  to  provide  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  25  representatives,  in  lieu  of  15 
representatives,  of  carriers  in  the  Cen¬ 
tral  and  Southern  Territories,  respec¬ 
tively;  and  (2)  allow  carriers  authorized 
to  operate  in  Central  Territory  or  South¬ 
ern  Territory,  and  which  carriers  also 
are  authorized  to  operate  in  other  ter¬ 
ritories,  to  represent  either  Central  or 
Southern  Territory,  as  the  case  may  be. 

The  complete  application  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  office  of  the  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  20  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

I  seal  1  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary . 

| F.R.  Doc.  61-3440;  Filed.  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board 
UNITED  FRUIT  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreements  have  been  filed 


with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916 
(39  Stat.  733,  46  U.S.C.  814) : 

Agreement  No.  8611,  between  United 
Fruit  Company  and  Waterman  Steam¬ 
ship  corporation  of  Puerto  Rico,  covers 
a  through  billing  arrangement  in  the 
trade  from  Guatemala,  Costa  Rica, 
Honduras  and  British  Honduras  to 
Puerto  Rico,  with  transshipment  at  New 
Orleans. 

Agreement  No.  8612,  between  United 
Fruit  Company  and  Alcoa  Steamship 
Company,  Inc.,  covers  a  through  billing 
arrangement  in  the  trade  from  Guate¬ 
mala,  Costa  Rica,  Honduras  and  British 
Honduras  to  Puerto  Rico,  with  trans¬ 
shipment  at  New  York,  Baltimore  or 
New  Orleans. 

Agreement  No.  8613,  between  United 
Fruit  Company  and  A.  H.  Bull  Steamship 
Company,  covers  a  through  billing  ar¬ 
rangement  in  the  trade  from  Guatemala, 
Costa  Rica,  Honduras  and  British  Hon¬ 
duras  to  Puerto  Rico,  with  transshipment 
at  New  York  or  Baltimore. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Office  of  Regulations,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Board,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  may 
submit,  within  20  days  after. publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to  any 
of  these  agreements  and  their  position  as 
to  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  April  12,  1961. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 


Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 


IF.R.  Doc.  61-3429;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


FARRELL  LINES,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreements  .have  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (39 
Stat.  733,  46  U.S.C.  814) : 

Agreement  No.  8557,  between  Farrell 
Lines  Incorporated  and  Durban  Lines 
(Pty)  Ltd.,  covers  a  through  billing  ar¬ 
rangement  in  the  trade  between  Port 
Louis,  Mauritius  and  U.S.  Atlantic  ports, 
with  transhipment  at  Durban,  South 
Africa. 

Agreement  No.  7780-3,  between  the 
member  lines  of  the  Gulf/South  and  East 
African  Conference,  modifies  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  basic  agreement  of  that  Con¬ 
ference  (No.  7780,  as  amended),  with 
respect  to  holding  Regular  and  Special 
conference  meetings. 

Agreement  No.  7840-41,  between  the 
member  lines  of  the  Atlantic  Passenger 
Steamship  Conference,  modifies  the  basic 
agreement  of  that  Conference  (No.  7840, 
as  amended) ,  which  governs  all  Atlantic 
passenger  traffic  carried  by  such  lines 
between  European,  Mediterranean  and 
Black  Sea  countries,  also  Morocco, 
Madeira  and  the  Azores  Islands,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  ports  on  the  East  Coast  of 
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North  America,  including  United  States, 
Canada  and  Newfoundland,  and  United 
States  Gulf  ports,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  clarify  the  understanding  of  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  with  respect  to  the  granting  of 
free  passage  to  party  organizers  or  their 
representatives. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Office  of  Regulations,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Board,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  may 
submit,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to  any 
of  these  agreements  and  their  position  as 
to  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  April  12,  1961. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  61-3430;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


AMERICAN  EXPORT  LINES,  INC., 
ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreements  have  been 
filed  with  the  Board  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733,  46  UJS.C.  814) : 

(1)  Agreement  No.  8560  between 
American  Export  Lines,  Inc.,  Hellenic 


Lines  Ltd.,  Isthmian  Lines,  Inc.,  Orient 
Mid-East  Lines,  The  Scindia  Steam 
Navigation  Co.  Ltd.,  The  Cunard  Steam - 
Ship  Co.  Ltd.,  and  the  carriers  compris¬ 
ing  the  Central  Gulf  Lines  and  the  Eller- 
man  and  Bucknall  Associated  Lines  joint 
services,  covers  the  creation  of  the  Cal- 
cutta/U.S.A.  South  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
Freight  Conference  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  rates,  charges 
and  practices  in  the  trade  from  Calcutta 
to  United  States  South  Atlantic  ports, 
south  of  Hampton  Roads  but  not  in¬ 
clusive,  and  United  States  Gulf  ports, 
by  direct  call  or  transshipment. 

(2)  Agreement  No.  8570  between 
American  Export  Lines,  Inc.,  Hellenic 
Lines  Ltd.,  Isthmian  Lines,  Inc.,  Orient 
Mid-East  Lines,  The  Scindia  Steam  Nav¬ 
igation  Co.  Ltd.,  The  Cunard  Steam- 
Ship  Co.  Ltd.,  and  the  carriers  compris¬ 
ing  the  Central  Gulf  Lines  and  the  Eller- 
man  and  Bucknall  Associated  Lines 
joint  services,  covers  the  creation  of  the 
East  Coast  of  India  (Calcutta  and  Tuti- 
corin  excluded)  and  East  Pakistan/ 
U.S.A.  Atlantic  and  Gulf  Freight  Con¬ 
ference  for  the  establishment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  rates,  charges  and  practices 
in  the  trade  from  the  East  Coast  of 
India  south  of  Calcutta  and  north  of 
Tuticorin  (both  ports  excluded)  and 
East  Pakistan  to  the  United  States  At¬ 
lantic  and  Gulf  ports,  by  direct  call  or 
transshipment. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Office  of  Regulations,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Board,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  may 


submit,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
written  statements  with  reference  to 
either  of  these  agreements  and  their 
position  as  to  approval,  disapproval,  or 
modification,  together  with  request  for 
hearing  should  such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  April  12,  1961. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 


Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 


[F.R.  Doc.  61-3431;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  iggp 
8:48  a.m.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

THOMAS  R.  KOMLINE 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  as  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Federal  Register: 

A.  Deletions:  None. 

B.  Additions:  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  April  11, 
1961. 

Thomas  R.  Komline. 
April  11,  1961. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-3427;  Filed,  Apr.  17,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 
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